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Summary 



Senate Bill 1758 of 1984 ^Torres), codifiea as Edu- 
cation Code Sections 99150-99164, requires sponsors 
of standardized tests to report certain data, includ- 
ing financial disclosures, to the California Postsec- 
ondary Education Commission on an annua) basis, 
provided the test sponsor administered the test to 
3,000 or more test subjects in California during a 
testing year, a fee is charged the test subjects, and 
the test has been given for at least five years. In- 
cluded under the law are tests used for admission to 
postsecondary institutions or programs, as well as 
tests used for placement purposes in institutions or 
programs 

Under the law, the Commission must submit a 
summary report on these tests to the Governor, the 
Legislature, the Regents of the University of Cali- 
fornia, the Trustees of the California State Univer- 
sity, the Board of Governors of the California Com- 
munity Colleges, and the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction on or before March 1, 1986, and annually 
thereafter. 

This document is the first in this annual series of 
summary reports, h briefly describes each of the 1 1 
standardized tests that fell under the purview of the 
law in 1985 and present? data pertaining to them. 
Each of the sponsors of these tests complied with the 
provisions of the law regarding the information they 
submitted to the Commission. 

Pages 1-30 contain the Commission's summary of 
the tests Pages 31-40 slate che provisions of Senate 
Bill 1785. Pages 41-148 reproduce materials sub- 
mitted by the test sponsors in compliance with the 
law 

The Commission adopted this report on March 17, 
1986, on recommendation of its Policy Evaluation 
Committee. Additional copies of the report may be 
obtained from the Publications Office of the Commis- 
sion. Further information about the report may be 
obtained from Suzanne Ness, the public information 
officer of the Commission, at (91 6) 322-0145, 
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Introduction 



CALIFORNIA enacted its first legislation pertain- 
ing to standardized tests in 1978 through Senate Bill 
2005 (Dunlop). That law required sponsors of stan- 
dardized tests used for college and professional 
school admission, such as ':he Scholastic Aptitude 
Test and the Law School Admission Test, to file fi- 
nancial disclosure statements and copies of mate- 
rials distributed to test takers, recent tests, and 
corresponding answers with the California Postsec- 
ondary Education Commission, provided the test 
was administered to at least 3,000 individuals in 
California. This information then became public 
record and was made available to interested parties 
tnrough the Commission's library. 

In 1984, Senate Bill 1758 (Torres; reproduced in 
Appendix A) repealed and recast the previous law 
The new law retained the provision that only tests 
administered to 3,000 or more test subjec^.s need sub- 
mit data, and added the additional qualifiers that a 
fee must be charged the test subject, and the test 
must have been in use for five years or more. It ex- 
panded the type of information that test sponsors 
were required to make available to test takers, and 
file each year with the Commission, and it also re- 
quired the Commission to submit an amiual sum- 
mary of this information to the Governor, the Legis- 
lature, the boards of the three public segments, and 
the Superintendent of Public Instruction. 

This present report constitutes the Commission's 
initial response to this new law. It contains brief 
summary statements about each of the tests for 
which the Commission has received information 
first, those used by undergraduate institutions, and 



second, those used by graduate and professional 
schools 

• Part One describes four tests used at the un- 
dergraduate level " the Preliminary Scholastic 
Aptitude Test/Naiional Merit Scholarship Quali- 
fying Test, the Scholastic Aptitude and College 
Board Achievement Tests, the American College 
Test, and the Test of English as a Foreign Lan- 
guage. 

• Part Two describes five tests used at the graduate 
level - the Graduate Record Examinations, the 
Graduate Management Admission Test, the Mil- 
ler Analogies Test, the Law School Admission 
Test, and the Medical College Admission Test. 

Financial disclosure data pertaining to the tests is 
reproduced from the test sponsors in Appendix B 

Because standardized tests play a major role in col- 
lege admission and placement, it is importa- t that 
students, parents, educators, and the general public 
understand the purposes and characteristics of these 
tests and the uses of test scores. To this end, the 
sponsors of all tests summarized in this report pro- 
vide high school and college counseling offices with 
information about their tests. Th^ also provide po- 
tential test takers with information bulletins de- 
scribing the tests and containing sample questions 
from past editions of the tests. These pamphlets, 
brochures, books, and tests may be reviewed in the 
Commission's library at 1020 Twelfth Street, Sacra- 
mento, California 95814 Information about library 
hours may be obtained from Elizabeth Testa, Senior 
Librarian, at (916) 322-803 ^ . 
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^ Tests Used for College Admission, 

I Placement, and Financial Awards 



Preliminary Scholastic Aptitude Test/ 
National Merit Scholarship Qualifying 
Test (PSAT/NM8QT) 

This test, taken by 95,403 California high school ju- 
niors in October 1984, is co-sponsored by the College 
Entrance Examination Board (informally called the 
Xollege Board") and the National Merit Scholar- 
ship Corporation and administered by the Edu- 
cational Testing Service. Its two parts - verbal and 
mathematics - are intended to assess students' abil- 
ity to reason with facts and concepts rather than 
recall specific facts from high school courses. 

The test serves several purposes: 

• Most generally, by taking the test in their janior 
year, high school students have the opportunity of 
comparing themselves to other test takers nation- 
ally and to give themselves a rough estimate of 
how they might do on the Scholastic Aptitude 
Test (SAT) that many college-bound students take 
in their senior year. 

• In addition, the test is the entry for students to be 
considered by the National Merit Program at the 
beginning of their senior year for high perfor- 
mance. Approximately 15,000 of these students 
are designated as semi-finalists in the Merit Pro- 
gram and go on to compete for $21 million in 
scholarships. 

• Black students may also use the test for 
consideration in the National Achievement Schol- 
arship Program for Outstanding Negro Students. 
Some 3,000 students are honored by this Achieve- 
ment Program each year, with 1,500 continuing 
on to the final competition through further test- 
ing in their senior year that parallels the Nation- 
al Merit Program. (Black students may compete 
in both programs, although they are eligible for 
only one monetary award.) 

Displays 1-3 on page 4 compare California test 
takers to those in 11 other western states and the na- 
tion. California scores are included in the national 
and western figures. Nationally, nearly 1.14 million 



students - about 38 percent of high school juniors - 
took the test in October 1984. The 95,403 Califor- 
nians who took it account for 31 percent of the 
State's public and private schools junior class 

Display 1 on page 4 shows that California's test 
takers consisted of virtually the same proportion of 
young men and women as the test takers nationally. 

Display 2 shows the ethnicity of the test takers 
nationally, in the 12 western states, and California. 

Display 3 shows mean scores of juniors taking the 
PSAT/NMSQT in 1984. It indicates that on a score of 20 
to 80 (equivalent to 200 to 800 on the SAT), the 
Californians' mean 40.5 verbal score was lower than 
the national average of 41.0. However, their 
mathematics score exceeded the national Cvverage by 
0.4 point;. . Display 3 also displays differences among 
males and females at both the national and State 
levels NationaUy, males scored a full 1 0 point 
higher than females in verbal aptitude and 4.2 
points higher in mathematics. The same situation 
prevailed at the State level, with males scoring 0.9 
points higher than females in verbal aptitude, and 
4.6 points higher in mathematics. 



Scholastic Aptitude and College Board 
Achievement Tests 

The Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT), taken by 104,585 
California high school students - most of them se- 
niors - during the 1984 testing year, measures ver- 
bal and mathematical leasoning abilities related to 
successful performance in college. SAT scores, in 
conjunction with students' high school grade-point 
average are major factors in determining the ad- 
missibility of applicants to many colleges through- 
out the nation. Both the Uiaversity of California 
and the California State University include the SAT 
or a comparable test as part of their admission 
requirements. In addition, the University requires 
that applicants take three of 14 College Board sub- 
ject-matter Achievement Tests. Both the SAT and 
the Achievement Tests are sponsored by the College 
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DISPLAY 1 Number of High School Juniors Taking the psat/NMSQT in 1984 



National 



Category 



Number 



Percent 



Twelve Western States 

Number Percent 



California 



Number 



Percent 



Male 

Female 

No Response 

Total 



520,151 
618,328 
885 

1,139,864 



54.3 



78,475 
94,218 
14£ 

172,841 



45.4 
54.6 



43,449 
51,849 
105 

95,403 



45 6 
54 4 



DISPLAY 2 Ethnic Background of Juniors Taking the PSAT/NMSQT in 1984 

National Twelve Western States California 



CateKorv 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


American Indian 


4,611 


0.4 


1,410 


0.9 


587 


0.7 


Black 


76,074 


7.4 


5,925 


3.7 


5,019 


57 


Mexican American 


24,950 


2.4 


10,858 


6.8 


8,837 


10.1 


Oriental 


37,261 


3.6 


17,275 


10.9 


12,389 


141 


Puerto Rican 


9,256 


0.9 


331 


0.2 


243 


0.3 


White 


860,839 


83.5 


118,117 


74.4 


57,223 


65.3 


Other 


18,481 


1.8 


4,776 


3.0 


3,270 


37 


No Response 


108,392 




14,149 




7,835 





DISPLAY 3 Mean Scores of Juniors Taking the PSAT/NmQT in 1984 

National Twelve Western States California 

Verbal 

Mean Score 41.0 41.3 40.5 

Male Mean 41.5 41 8 41.0 

Female Mean 40.5 40.9 40.1 

Mathematics 

Mean Score 44.2 45.0 44.6 

Male Mean 46.5 47.5 47 1 

Female Mean 42,3 43.0 42.5 



Source: College Entrance Examination Board, 1986e, pp. 1,6. 
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Board and administered by the Educational Testing 
Service. 

With the exception of the Achievement Test in 
English Composition, which is offered in both a mul- 
tiplen^hoice format and a combination format of mul- 
tiple choice and essay questions, the SAT and the 
Achievement Tests are multiple-choice tests with 
scores reported on a range of 200 to 800. While the 
SAT measures reasoning ability and thus provides, 
for example, ali the mathematics formulas and sym* 
bols that a test taker will need to answer questions 
in its mathematics portion, the 14 Achievement 
Tests are designed to measure specific knowledge ac- 
quired through education and to apply that knowl- 
edge in new contexts. 

Test registrants are sent booklets describing the 
tests, their purposes, and the uses that may be made 
of test results. The booklets also advise the students 
on how to prepare for the tests and how to take the 
tests, and they include a sample test, with correct 
answers, for practice. For additional practice, stu- 
dents may purchase a booklet that contains copies of 
five actual SATs administered during the 1984-85 
year, along with the correct answers to these tests. 
By consulting these publications, students and their 
parents are made aware of the characteristics, uses, 
and limitations of the tests, as well as how the tests 
are scored. 

Inasmuch as these tc^sts play such a significant role 
in college admission and placement, students, their 
parents, high school and college officials, and the 
test sponsors themselves are concerned about the re- 
liability of the tests. In order to measure the reli- 
ability of the SAT and Achievement Tests, the 
Educational Testing Service analyzes and reports to 
colleges the results of each testing group and the 
intercorrelation of scores for '^ach of the tests' compo- 
nents on three measures of reliability - (1) the reli- 
ability coefficient, (2) the standard error of measure- 
ment, and (3) the standard error of the difference. 

Reliability coefficient 

A number of factors influence a student's perfor- 
mance on a test other than the difficulty of the ques- 
tions, and, therefore, the scores that a student may 
receive over multiple testings may vary. The mea- 
sure of a student's chances of achieving the same 
score on repetitions of the test is called a 'Veliability 
coefficient.'' A coefficient of 1.00 indicates perfect 



reliability, while 0.00 indicates no relationship be 
tween a student's relative standing within a group 
on two forms of a test. According to the C^hege 
Board's 1985-86 ATP Guide for High Schools and 
Colleges (p. 19), during the 1983-84 testing year, 
both the SAT verbal and mathematics reliability 
estimates were high reliability coefficients of 0 91. 

Standard error of r^*3asurement 

A single SAT score is not a precise measurement of a 
student's ability. Were students to take the same, or 
similar, test a few days later or in a different setting, 
chances are good that they would receive a slightly 
different score. Ho\^ever, over multiple testings, the 
scores would tend to cluster around an average 
number. This is called the ''true score," the score the 
student would receive if the test could measure 
ability perfectly. The extent to which a student 
scores above or below this ''true score" is the "stan- 
dard error of measurement." The standard error of 
measurement of the SAT verbal portion is generally 
±30 points. This means that if a student receives a 
score of 400 on this portion of the test, for example, 
chances are two out of three that if he or she repeats 
the test, the score would be between 370 and 430. 
The standard error of measurement for the mathe- 
matics portion is about ±35. Hence, a student re- 
ceiving a score of 435 could be expected to score 
between 400 and 470 in test repetitions. The reason 
for reporting these ranges to students and colleges, is 
to illustrate and emphasize that the tests are not 
perfect measures of ability and thus should not, in 
and of themselves, be used as the determining factor 
for college admission. 

Standard error of the difference 

As a caution, colleges are advised that there may 
differences in scores due to measurement error - 
termed "standard error of the difference." In the 
1983-84 testing year, the standard error of the differ- 
ence on the verbal section of the SAT was 44. This 
means that score differences would have to vary by 
more than 1.5 times the standard error of the differ- 
ence, or in this case by 66 points, to be statistically 
significant. On the mathematics section of the test, 
the standard error of the difference was 48. These 
standard error figures are also reported to the col- 
leges as an indication of the reliability of scores in 
making admission decisions. 
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As mentioned earlier, both the University of 
California and the ('alifornia State University use 
SAT scores combined with high school grade-point 
averages (CPA) as a factor in makfng admission de- 
cisions. They call this combination of SAT and grade- 
point average their ''eligibility index." The lower 
the students' grade-point averages, the higher must 
be their SAT total score, as illustrated by the exam- 
ples in Display 4 below from the eligibility indexes 
of the two universities. 

At the University of California, high school seniors 
with grade-point averages of 3.3 or higher in re- 
quired subjects are eligible tor admission regardless 
of their SAT scores - the "400" listed abov(^ being the 
lowest score possible to make on the SAT. On the 
other hand, students with grade-point averages be- 
low 2.78 are ineligible regardless of their SAT score, 
and those with a grade-point average of 2.78 must 
score a perfect 16C0 on the SAT to be eligible. At the 
State University, high school seniors with grade- 
point averages above 3.1 ne^ not take the test, 
while students with those below 2.00 are ineligible. 

Because of the weight given to standardized test 
scores in admissions decisions as illustrated by these 
eligibility indexes, the predictive validity of these 
scores relative to success in college is frequently 
questioned. The fundamental purpose of the SAT is, 
in combination with other factors, to assist college 
admissions staff in predicting students' chancer of 
academic success in college. This means that for a 
test to have high predictive validity, students with 
low scores should receive low college grades, and 
students with high scores should earn hi^ college 
grades. The association between scores and grades 



can be expressed as a ''co^ .elation i. efficient," with a 
value range of -1.00 to 00. A pen *:t positive cor- 
relation of +1.00 indicats that two ariables are 
positively related, while negiitive c rrelation of 
-LOO indicates that the vinabl**"" are inversely re- 
lateri. Tho closer the relation bet\ een the vari- 
aclcs, Ihe greater the value of .>ecorre tion. A cor- 
relation close to 0.00 indicates . *^egligi ^e relation- 
ship. 

The College Board provides a Validii i^^iy Service 
to colleges, free of charge, and recoir what ^ . ^ 

ry three years colleges validate facte ed in their 
admissions process, such as SAT sco*^ ja, and CPA 
and SAT scores combined against i w:»nman grades. 
Between 1964 and 1981, 685 colleges checked fresh- 
man grade-point averages against the students' SAT 
verbal and SAT mathematics scores using this ser- 
vice. In addition, numerous colleges and individual 
researchers have performed their own validity 
checks (Wilson, 1983). The results of the validity 
checks of the 686 colleges that used the College 
Board's Validity Study Service appear in Display 5 
on the next page. 

From Display 5, one can see that SAT scores, taken 
alone, are only a fair to moderate predictor of fresh- 
man grade-point averages in half the colleges, al- 
though in one-tenth of the coUef '^s, a combined ver- 
bal/mathematics score 3rielded a validity coefficient 
of .57. The students' high school grade-point average 
alone was a somewhat more valid predictor,but a 
better predictor was SAT scores combined with high 
school record. Although not displayed here, an even 
more accurate predictor is achieved by combining 



DISPLAY 4 Examples of Minimum SAT Scores Needed by Students with Three Different High School 
Grade-Point Averages in Order to be Eligible for Freshman Admission to the University 
of California or the California State University 



University of California 
Grade-Point Avengt Minimum SAT Score 



3.30 
3.04 
2.78 



400 
990 
1600 



The California State University 
Grade-Point Average MinimunSAT Score 

3.10 520 
2.50 1000 
2.00 1400 



Source: Eligibility Indexes of the Univeraity of California and the Califo nia State University. 
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DISPLAY 5 Predictive Validity Coefficients Using SAT Scores and High School Records for Preaictions 
of Freshman Grade-Point Average, by Sex 

Percentile All Freshme n Males Females 

Number of Colleges 685 511 574 



SAT Verbal Score: 90lh percentile .52 46 54 

Median .36 32 39 

10th percentile ,21 17 .24 



SAT Mathematical Score: 90th percentile 50 50 .55 

Median .35 33 .40 

10th percentile .20 17 24 



High School Record. 90th percentile .64 .60 .66 

Median .48 .45 50 

10th percentile .31 .27 32 



SAT Scores Combined: 90th percentile 57 .54 60 

Mean .42 .39 .46 

10th percentile 27 23 31 



SAT Scores and High School Record: 90th percentile 70 66 72 

Mean 55 52 58 

10th percentile 40 35 42 

Source: College Entrance Examination Board, 1986, p. 27c; based on Donlon, 1984. 



SAT scores, high school records, and Achievement 
Test scores. 

Displays 6 and 7 on page 8 show the latest five years 
of mean SAT scores for national and California test 
takers. California students represented nearly 12 
{)ercent of the national group. Display 6 shows that 
although Californians slightly excelled students 
nationally on the verbal test in 1980-81, their scores 
have been below the national mean for the past four 
years, and the gap has been widening. During the 
same period, however, Californians have exceeded 
the national mathematics mean score consistently, 
although the gap has narrowed over the years. 




As Displays 8 and 9 on page 9 show, both nationally 
and in California males have continued to outscore 
their female counterparts in both the verbal and the 
mathematics test^ On the verbal -est, Californians 
of both sexes scored higher than the national mean 
in 1980-81. However, by 1984-85, both California 
males and females were six points below the nation- 
al mean. On the mathematics test, Californians of 
both sexes continued to score higher than the nation- 
al group, but the scores for Californians and students 
nationally have been coming closer together. In 
1980-81, California males exceeded the national 
mean by 11 poincs. By the 1984-85 year, their lead 
decreased to seven points. California females held a 
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DISPLAY 6 National and California Scholastic Aptitude Test Score Means, 1980-81 Through 1984-85. 
Verbal 




DISPLAY 7 National and California Scholastic Aptitude Test Score Means, 1980-81 Through 1984-85, 
Mathematics 
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DISPLAY 8 National f nd California Scholastic Aptitude Test Score Means, 1980-8' Through 1984-85. 
Verbal, by Sex 
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DISPLAY 9 National and California Scholastic Aptitude Test Score Means, 1980-81 Through 1984-85, 
Mathematics, by Sex 
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six-point lead over their national counterparts in 
1980-81, and a four-point lead in 1984-85. 

In 1980-81, 994,333 students nationally took the 
SAT. This number decreased to 977,r65 by 1984-85. 
In contrast, the number of California test takers 
increased from 100,131 in 1980-81, to 113,960 in 
1984-85. Although the ratios of males to females 
both nationally and in California have remained 
relatively constant over the period, there have hoen 
some changes in the percent of ethnic minorities 
taking the SAT. As Display 10 below shows, in 1980- 
81, 18.1 percent of the test takers nationally were 
minority students, but by 1984-85, these students 
had increased to 20.0 percent. California had a 
higher percentage of minorities - 30.8 percent - 
than the nation in 1980-81, and a greater increase 
by 1984-85, to 36.3 percent. 



American College Test 

The American College Test (ACT) of the American 
Collect Testing Program taken by 10,658 California 
high schou* students in 1984-85, consists of four sub- 
tests: 

• The English Usage Test, which measures stu- 
dents' understanding and use of the basic ele- 
ments in correct and effective writing; 

• The Mathematics Usage Test, which measures 
their ability to apply mathematics kiiOwledge and 
reasoning skills; 



• The Social Studies Reading Test, which measures 
their knowledge and understanding of various 
aspects of social studies taught in high school; and 

• The Natural Sciences Reading Test, which con- 
tains infomation items from the fields of biology, 
chemistry, and physics, as well as inference items 
based on reading passages from scientific litera- 
ture. 

Raw scores received on each of the four subtests are 
converted to standard scores from 1 to 36. By adding 
the four standard scores, and dividing the total by 
four, a composite score of 1 to 36 is achieved. The 
University of California and the California State 
University use this composite score along with stu- 
dents' high school grade-point averages to determine 
their eligibility for freshman admission. The exam- 
ples from their eligibility indexes in Display 11 on 
page 11 indicate the minimum composite scores al- 
lowed by the two universities for eligibility. 

As is true of other test sponsors mentioned in this 
report, the American College Testing Program dis- 
tributes a wealth of informative materials to high 
school students, school counselors, and colleges, both 
before students take the ACT, and on distribution of 
ACT scores. The materials include general informa- 
tion on test taking as well as strategies that apply 
specifically to each of the four subtests. They also 
include examples of recent tests that are no longer 
"secure" (in use), along with the answers to the ques- 
tions, so that they may have the opportunity of prac- 
ticing on the "next best thing" lo the "^real thing." 



DISPLAY 10 Ethnicity of Scholastic Aptitude Test Takers, Nationally and in California, 1980-81 
and 1984^85 

National California 
Ethnicity 1980-81 1984-85 1980-81 1984-85 
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Sources: National: College Entrance Examination Board, 1981b, p. 15, and 1986b, p. 15. 
California: College Entrance EzaminaUon Board, 1 98la, 8, and 1986a, p 8. 
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DISPLAY 11 Examples of Minimum ACT Scores Needed by Students with Three Different High School 
Grade-Point Averages in Order to be Eligible for Freshman Admission to the University 
of California or the California State University 



University of California 
Grade-Point Average Minimum ACT Score 
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The California State University 
Grade-Pomt Average Mintmun ACT Score 



5 
23 
35 



3.10 
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2.00 



11 
23 
33 



Source: Eligibility Indexes of the Umversity of Caitfomia and the Califorma State University. 



They also provide information on hov to convert raw 
scores on each test to st&ndard scores, and standard 
scores to percentile ranks. 

Like other standardized tests, the ACT has some 
measurement error. The degree to which composite 
ACT test scores reflect this error -- the "standard er- 
ror of measurement" is about one standard score 
point. This means, for example, that if a student re- 



ceives a composite serve of 18, the student's "true" 
score would likely be between 17 and 19 two times 
out of three. 

As Display 12 below illustrates, Californians have 
consistently earned higher ACT composite mean 
scores than the national average during the past five 
testing years. The differences have been between 0.6 
and 0.8 score units each year. Both national and 



DISPLAY 12 National and California American College Test Composite Score Means. 1980-81 Through 
1984-85 
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California scores have remained relatively stable 
over the reporting period, in that there is very little 
di£ference between scores received by high school 
students graduating in 1981 and graduates of the 
class of 1985. Nonetheless, there have been small, 
but consistent, increases in scores during the past 
three years in California and two years nationwide. 
Nationally, both males and females improved their 
mean score by 0.1 from 1981 to 1985. In California, 
males moved up the scale by 0.2 score units, while 
females improved by 0.3 units. Males continue to 
score higher than females both nationally and in 
California, as is noted in Display 13 on the next 
page. 



Advanced Placement Examinations 

Many high school students are capable of profiting 
from, and eryoying. college- level courses. In re- 
sponse to this situation, nearly 30 percent of the na- 
tion's high schools offer advanced placement classes 
based on curricular materials produced by the Col- 
lege Board. The Advanced Placement Examinations 
are the culmination of this high school educational 
experience. Advanced Placement Examinations are 
developed and administered by the Educational 
Testing Service on behalf of the College Board for 
colleges to use in awarding credit, advanced place- 
ment, or course waivers to freshmen based on their 
scores. 

Twenty-four Advanced Placement Examinations - 
including an art portfolio evaluation - are offered in 
13 disciplines. Basically, most are a combination of 
multiple choice and essay questions, but there are 
variations. The French language examination, for 
example, uses tape recordings in requiring students 
to understand spoken French and to tape their 
responses as a test of their speaking ability. Exams 
are graded on a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 indicating ''ex- 
tremely well qualified," and 1 carrying no recom- 
mendation. More than a thousand colleges award 
either academic credit, advanced placement, or 
course waivers if students, receive a grade of 3 or bet- 
ter on an exam. San Diego State University, for 
example, awards both advanced placement in se- 



quential courses and up to 10 semester units of col- 
lege credit for such scores. 

Nationally, in 1985, 203,400 students took over 
277,600 Advanced Placement Examinations. In Cal- 
ifornia, 32,654 students sat for 42,948 exams. The 
results for these California test takers, by sex and 
ethnicity, are shown in Displays 14, 15, and 16 on 
pages 14-19. 



Test of English as a Foreign Language 

The major purpose of the Test of English as a 
Foreign Language ('^OEFL) is to evaluate the English 
proficiency of people whose native language is not 
English. More than 2,000 colleges in the United 
States and Canada, as well as in other countries 
where English is the language of instruction, require 
the test of both undergraduate and graduate appli- 
cants for whom English is not their native language. 

Educational Testing Service administers the test, in 
cooperation with the College Board and the Gradu- 
ate Record Examinations, under three separate pro- 
grams - International, Special Center, and Insti- 
tutional Programs. At both International and Spe- 
cial Centers, TOEFL is administered one day each 
month. These tests are then returned to ETS for scor- 
ing. Under the Institutional Testing Program, col- 
leges throughout the world administer the test to 
their ovm students at their own convenience. In this 
program, ETS will score the -sts, but it does not re- 
lease the scores either to students directly or to other 
than the administering institution. Under this pro- 
gram, institutions have the option of scoring their 
own tests, and in such cases, do not report scores to 
ETS; and registration records of test takers are re- 
tained by the institutions and are not submitted to 
ETS. 

National and California average test scores are not 
available for TOEFL, nor are other data available for 
either the number of tests administered in Cali- 
fornia or the number of test takers requesting that 
their scores be sent to California institutions. What 
information exists in the TOEFL Programs report pre- 
pared for the Commission appears in Appendix B to 
this report. 
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DISPLAY 13 National' and California American College Test Composite Score Means. 1980-81 Through 
1984-85, by Sex 
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DISPLAY 14 Advanced Placement Grade Distribution by Total and Ethnic Group, May 1985 



















\ ult 










! 

(»•' it! ! 

»•} c;»' 1 


»ri 1;* 
«i rztf 








COM 






HAMS 














MSTQIt j 










6337 


1128 


68 


18 


38 


452 


163 


123i 


244 i 


1139 


2221 


142 


20 








9636 


2783 


98 


29 


62 


712 


247 


140 i 


397! 


2197 


470| 


176 


20 


CALIFORNIA 




13705 


2875 


157 


34 


123 


682 


496 


281; 


7331 


4023 


6681 


360 


31 


JOTAL 




99C6 


3100 


47 


18 




459 


370 


59i 


776 i 


2900 


238 


189 


22 


i 




331<f 


673 


20 


1 


6 


194 


1V9 


113! 


116{ 


547 


95! 


153 


2 






^29^8 


1056^ 


390 


100 


247 


2699 


1455 


716 


2266! 


10806 


1693! 1040 


95 




nEAN GRADE 




3.1^ 


3.C6 


3.38 


3.45 


3.44 


3.26 


2.89 


3.14' 


2.95' 


3 ■ C4 


3.29! 2.97 


3 . 36 






3 1 19 


2 


2 




1 




1 




4 


1| 










4 1 26 


11 








2 




i 

i 


i; 


4 


11 








AMER UOIAN/AUSXAN NATIV 


3 1 55 

7 I ^1 
17 


1^ 
1^ 
2 






3 


2 
4 
2 


2 
1 
1 


1 

i! 


3 

'i 

4 


19 
16 
3 


2i 

1 


1 








T t 158 


^3 


2 




4 


10 


5 


3 


11 


46 


4' 








MEAN GRADE 


! 2.93 


2.93^ 5.00 




?.50 


2.40 


2 .80 


3.00! 




2. /o 


3.75 


3.00, 








5 i ^7 


13 








i 




11 


4 


8 


1 


1 








4 116 


46 






1 


5 


1 


2' 


12! 


22 




8 






BUCK OP AFRO-AMEB 


3 17^ 


35 


2 


- 


3 


13 


4 


3 


7 


62 


71 










7 1 2^1 


80 


2 




1 


10 


6 


11 


17 


64 


9 


2 


2 






1 1 207 


52 








10 


8 


3' 


4 




11 


6 












226 


4 


2 


5 


39 


19 


10' 


44j 


244 


23 


17 


2 




MEAN GRADE 






2.501 2.50 




3.00 2.4L 


_LaA5 


2.701 2^9 




2_76L 2^761 2aOO 








jO*t 


32 






2 




1 


1 

1 


4 


19 




2 








* 


TXT 


85 




3 


4 


10 


3 




6 


50 










CHICANO/tlEXiCAN AMERICAN 




HDD 


98 


5 


1 


2 


20 


12 


6! 




115 


12! 


12 


1 










163 


1 


1 




10 


6 


i; 


34 


156 


81 


7 


1 










51 






1 


11 


7 


2' 


16 


bl 




3 










1835 


42? 


6 


5 


9 


55 






95 


.3^1 




24 


2 




MEAN GRADE 






2.73 




5,40 


3,67 


2,75 


JL^8 


2.44; 2.45 


2.57 


2,93; 2.65 


2.50 








1191 


212 


6 


1 


8 


1C2 


55 




30 


132 


23 


14 


1 










497 


9 


4 


8 


160 


102 


26! 


52 


284 


68 


14 


2 




ORIENTAL/ASIAN AMERICAN 






446 


15 


3 


17 


164 


150 


73 


103 




117' 


52 


4 








1776 


490 


51 


2 


2 


105 


95 


12 


122 


464 


47 


36 


4 








7? 9 


119 


't, 




36 


55 


26| 


28 


10c 


11 


27 


1 








7808 


1764 


37 


10 


35 


587 


457 


162 


335 


T C 0 0 

15cc 


266 


143 


12 




MEAN GRADE 




1 11 


3.11 




3.40 




3.3? 




.3,97: 


2-80 


9 Q 1 


au-7. 


-2^66, 


.i,5_3 






















'■■ 






1 


1 








19 












1 






/ 










OIICDT'n QTr'AU 




22 
20 
10 
8<i 


8 
7 
1 
20 








1 
1 
1 
3 


1 
C 

4 




3 
3 


A 

*♦ 

A 

*♦ 
t 

9 1 
Cl 


2 
3 


1 






ncAN bHr.uc 




3.06 


2.75 








2.00 


c . 75 




2.00 


.3 . 14 


3.00 


5.00 








2^6 


9 








3 


2 




4 


IH 


3 


2 


1 








175 


33 


X 




T 

y 


8 


c 




2 


in 


4 








OTHFR HTSPANlCyLATlN AHER 




213 


34 




2 


i 


1? 


2 


3 


9 


CO 
37 


6 


14 










162 


49 


1 


1 




8 


1 


1 


14 




2 


5 










69 


16 








5 


c 




1 


Q 
T 


1 


5 










865 


143 


2 


3 


6 


36 


11 


4 


30 


101 


16 


26 


1 




ncArl oRAUc 




3.^2 


2.76 


3.00 


2.^7 


3.50 


2.89 


2 . 91 


?.75 


2.80 


9 OA 


3.38 


2.58 


5.00 








3<»04 


690 


40 


11 


20 


269 




74 


170 


/DO 


148 


88 


9 








577<i 


1668 


76 


15 


37 


417 




89 


277 


1H3 T 


300 


113 


11 




WHITE OR CAUCASIAN 




8318 


1784 


98 


23 


75 


498 


Z45 


157 


487 


9^ an 

COOO 


382 


24C 


16 








5 7^ A 


1825 


28 


12 


11 


239 


185 


35 


489 


1734 


121 


108 


12 








1560 


32S 


14 


1 


3 


96 


70 


63 


44 


9 9 C 


59 


84 


1 








2^800 


62<52 


256 


62 


146 


1519 


^ 7^ 


418 


1467 




1010 


635 


49 




MEAN GRADE 




3.15 


3.09 


3.39 


3.37 


3.41 


3.34 


4 Aft 


S.18 


3.03 


J . 1 c 


3.35 


3.02 


3.31 








119 


20 


1 


1 


2 


6 




3 


4 


9 A 


7 


4 


1 








180 


39 


2 


1 




10 




3 


7 


d7 




7 


1 




OTHER 




250 


51 


5 


1 


3 


17 


11 


2 


11 


DD 


12 


6 










212 


71 


1 






7 


17 


2 


11 


54 


4 


9 










87 


15 


1 




1 


4 


5 


6 


4 


17 


3 


2 










8^8 


196 


10 


3 


6 


44 


37 


16 


37 


210 


34 


28 


2 




MEAN. GRADE 




3.0<» 


2.89 


3.10 


4.00 


3.33 


3.16 


2.43 


2.69 


2.69 


3.05 


3.35 


3.07 


4.50 










150 


14 


4 


5 


&7 


27 


19 


27 


157 


37 


30 


6 








1326 


405 


10 


6 


9 


100 


37 


20 


40 


294 


79 


34 


6 




NO RESPONSE 




18^0 


405 


32 


3 


17 


135 


69 


36 


78 


498 


130 


53 


10 








1233 


401 


9 


2 


4 


75 


55 


7 


8<» 


319 


45 


22 


3 








^30 


90 


3 




1 


29 


29 


12 


15 


69 


19 


26 










5763 


1451 


73 


15 


36 


406 


217 


94 


244 


1347 


310 


165 


27 




MEAN GRADE 




3.19 


3.09 


3.45 


3.80 


3.36 


3.25 


e.9o 


3.29 


2.92 


3.13 


3.23 


3.12 


3.70 



E± 21 



^91 nC» (UM N«l » 




NUMKK OF t 










CtiC IC , 


• ^' 

•'. 


• J»»C 

("(.It 


1 


M'»C. C 


IJC 1 




»»»» i» 






63 


2<* 


5 


879 


515| 




3 


18 1 


ml 


92 


60 


-767^ 


43 , 


« 10 


2135 




70 


9 
2X 


3 

<» 


XlOX 
1271 


J263 
359 




3 
11 


20 
23 


129 
215 


101 
108 


73 

26 


494 

760 


84 
110 


n 


12403 
L73b8 : 


:alifornxa 


56 


X5i 


2 


77<* 


1^5 




1 


22 


118 


91 


43 


396 


47 


u» 


15 1 


rOTAL 




X5 


X 


680 


i|q 






8 


82 


53 


34 


196 


12 




733 




3X7 


8^ 


X5 


<»705 


1<»02 




18 


91 


655 


445 


236 


2613 


296 


Ttlit 


52654 




3.35 


3.X<* 


3.60 


3.15 


3.65 


3. 


44 


3. CO, 


3.11 


3.20 


3.35 


3.47^ 


S.33 






MEAN GRADE 








3 
6 


'.Z 








1 






1 




) a 10 

11 


d 
52 




X 


1 




2 
2 
3 










1 






4 
1 
1 




»z 
cut 

OtttH 


67 i 
6 


IMER INDIAN/ALASKAN NATIV 


X 


X 




16 


2 








2 






7 




Ttlit 


133 




3.00 


2.00 




3.25j 


s._op 








3.50 






2.86 








MEAN GRADE 




• ■ ■ t" 




7 


2 






1 


1 


1 


2 


4 




1 ft 10 


39 










10 


1 






1 








2 


1 


M 


239 




Z 






12 
11 


2 
1 




1 




3 


2 
1 


1 


18 
9 


1 


17 
C«U 


372 


3UCK OR AFRO-AMER 








22 


1 








15 


1 


1 


14 


1 


om«r 


16 




z 






62 


7 




1 


2 


19 


5 


4 


47 1 


3 




668 




3.00 






_2..50l 


3.29 


3 


00 


4,50 


1,37 


2.80 


3.25 


2.43; 


2.33 






MFAN GSADE 




X 




23 


5 








1 




I 


264 


3 


1 ft tg 


59 




X 






30 












2 




113 


18 


II 


577 




2 






^5 










3 


1 




59 


23 


12 


649 


CHICAN'O/MEXICAN AMERICAN 








<»9 








1 


2 


3 


1 


17 


12 


C«H 












32 


9 








sl 


3 




9 


3 


Othn 


47 




3 


X 




179 


26 






1 


11 


9 


3 


462 


59 


TMi' 


1532 






1,00 




2.79 


1^69 






2.00 


2.0^ 


2,22 


2.67 


^,3X 


?.io 






MEAN GRADE 


6 




27<» 


191 






2 


26 


26 


24 


23 


4 


9 ft IQ 


411 




6 






303 


79 






4 


31 


30 


22 


25 


5 


M 


2163 




XI 




X 


362 


120 




3 


3 


61 


36 


10 


76 


6 


12 


3015 


ORIENTAiyASIAN AMERICAN 


8 


2 




209 


38 






1 


28 


26 


11 


45 


4 


CiR 


2 




X 


2 


X 


201 


31 






5 


18 


21 


15 


26 


1 




85 




32 


X8 


2 


13<»9 


<»59 




3 


15 


164 


139 


82 


195 


20 


Tfliil 


5696 


1 


J, 25 




2.00 




3r7? 




.00 


2. 00 




3^0 


3.35 


2.87 3.35 






MEAN GRADE 










1 














7 




t ft to 


2 










1 


1 














4 


1 


t1 


23 










1 
















7 
1 




12 

cm 


36 


PUERTO RICAN 










1 


















Om«r 


3 










6 


3 














19 


1 


Tttil 


64 










1.83 


3.33 














3.89 


4.00 






MEAN GRADE 








5 


3 








2 


2 




187 


9 


1 ft to 


43' 




X 






17 


2 










2 


4 


56 


10 


W 


255 










1<» 


5 








2 


3 




28 


17 


12 


T7n 
u 


OTWER HISPANIC/UTIM AMER 








12 


1 








3 


1 


1 


8 


3 


Ciil 






X 






19 
67 


11 








4 
11 


2 
10 


5 


1 

280 


2 
41 


Omar 
TtiaJ 


23 
691 


i 


^.00 






2.66 


3.64 








2.36 


3.10 


3.60 


4.50 


3.51 






MEAN GRADE 


^6 


XX 


3 


^36 


229 




3 


12 


62 


49 


24 


151 


18 


1 ft 10 


1062 




^8 




2 


582 


150 




3 


14 


74 


48 


32 


218 


38 


11 


7110 




8X 


X^ 




665 


180 




6 


14 


116 


50 


11 


451 


43 


12 


L0235 


UHITE OR CAUCASIAN i 


<»3 


10 


2 


369 


75 




' 1 


16 


65 


46 


22 


276 


20 


Cilt 


8 




XX 


X2 




30^ 


56 






3 


31 


19 


13 


121 


3 


OttH 


394 




229 


5X 


7 


2356 


690 




13 


59 


348 


212 


102 


1217 


122 


TMU 


L88?9 




3.33 


2.8<f 


3.86 


3.20 


3.61 


3.62 


3.27 


3.20 


3.29 


3.31 


3.00 


3.39 






MEAN GRADE 


3 


1 


1 


9 
28 


d 








4 
4 


1 
3 


1 


16 
9 


1 

2 


t ft IC 

II 


ZB 
219 










32 


10 








3 


2 


3 


15 




t2 

cm 

Otfiir 


356 


OTWER 


X 


2 


X 


19 
103 


5 

2 

29 








2 
3 

16 


2 
2 
10 


X 
5 


5 
5 
50 


2 

1.40 


17 
620 




3.50 


3.00 


5.00 


2.97 


3*38 








3.25 


2.90 


3.00 


1.52 






MEAN GRADE 


11 


5 


1 


IZ2 


74- 






T 


IT 


IT 


8 




T 


f ft t 

M 
12 

cm 






XX 


X 


X 


IZ^ 


22 






1 


19 


16 


15 


67 


9 


• 1745 




X7 


3 


3 


138 


38 




1 


6 


29 


14 


2 


102 


21 


2068 


NO RESPONSE 




2 




103 


21 






4 


15 


12 


7 


34 


5 


5 




2 






80 


20 








6 


5 


3 


19 


2 


140 




^5 
3.56 


XX 
3,62 


3.60 


567 
3.19 


X75 
3.62 


1 

3,00 


14 
3.21 


84 
3.26 


60 
S*33 


35 
1*51 


336 
L66 


45 
L36 


l»« 


4421 


MEAN GRADE 



ERIC 



22 



BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



15 



DISPLAY 15 Advanced Placement Grade Distribution by Total and Ethnic Group, California Women 
May 1985 



PtUMBH OF CANQtOATEl 







rOTU 












1 














cm 






(lAMt 


MS HIT 


Ml 
»ttHf 






C6«if«I|l» 






iiTiiiium 








2705 


435 


42 


13 


17 


201 


30 


4 


130 


666 


66 


92 


10 








4462 


1169 


65 


16 


31 


293 


63 


x7 


230 


1306 


164 


126 


13 




CALIFORNIA 




0 /It 




100 


24 


to 


Art 7 


IHO 


JO 


399 


9909 


Tft A 


255 


23 




TOTAL 




5201 


1666 


30 


10 


11 


231 


126 


6 


451 


1619 


135 


146 


15 










42^ 


13 




c 




An 


1 A 


30 


270 


O ^ 


lift 

ilU 


9 








20744 


5057 


250 


65 




1 997 

Icc / 


*f *f / 


AT 


IZOO 


K.K. 
o xoo 




79 O 
/ fc T 


0 J 




MEAN GRADE 




T 07 


2.91 


3,37 3.52 


T T7 






Z . 77 


9 OA 


T n A 


TIT 
J . 11 


9 09 


T •* 9 








9 




1 




J 












1 












^ 9 


6 


























<^ER INOIAN/AUSKAN NATIV 




?0 
cu 

14 
5 


6 
9 
1 
24 


1 




1 
b 


1 

C 






2 

9 
b 

c 


7 

1 

1 
I 


1 

9 

C 








MEAN GRADE 






2.79 


5.00 




4 . 00 


3.00 






b • uu 




4 nn 












24 


7i 












"£ 


7 














72 


2^ 






9 






5 


17 










BUCK OR AFRO-AMER 




104 


15! 1 




2 




2 






44 


5 














52 


\ 






o 


1 




11 


HO 


7 


2 


1 








119 


34 










3 




3 


41 


1 


5 










464 


137 


2 


2 






7 




9/K 

bO 






1 R 
^O 


1 
X 




MEAN GRADE 






2.44 


2 50 


4.00 


3 03 






4 nn 




9 Xl 


2 71 


2 7T 


2 Oft 










12 






1 


2 






4 


10 




2 










170 


39 








3 






3 


33 


1 








CHICAt^O/MEXICAN AMERICAN 






34 


3 






9 


3 




22 


59 


A 


10 


1 








CO f 


93 


1 






1 


1 


1 


1 iL 

10 


Oft 


4 


o 


1 








99 


36 








6 


2 




7 


b ^ 




3 










979 


214 


u 


2 


2 


25 




2 


^b 


bid 


14 


21 
bl 


2 




MEAN GRADE 






2 52 


2.75 


3 00 


4.00 


2.66 










2,64 


2t62 


2.5Q 








433 


79 


6 




3 


44 


17 


1 


13 


76 


7 


12 










759 


209 


7 


3 


3 


66 


31 


7 


23 


177 


30 


11 






ORIENTAL/ASIAN AMERKAN 




1135 


207 
25^ 


12 


2 


12 


94 


53 


13 


52 


306 


R2 
3b 


34 


3 










2 


1 


9 


53 


37 




74 


?67 


2T 

b J 


2 Q 

b T 


1 

X 








345 


Vi 


2 






14 


29 


2 


11 


•0 




21 
b ^ 


1 








3564 


619 


29 


6 


20 


271 


167 


24 


173 


676 


116 


107 


5 




MEAN GRADE 




3 01 


2.97 


3.45 


3.33 


3. 35 


3. 27 


2 62 


3 17 


2 73 


2 . 96 


3 11 


2 66 
c « ov 


2 40 


























1 




1 




























2 










PUERTO RICAN 




10 
9 
3 

37 


3 

z 

5 








2 


2 
2 




b 
2 


4 
7 


9 
b 

2 


• 

1 






MEAN GRADE 




3. 24 


2.60 








2,00 


2 .00 




2 .00 


3 .57 


2 .00 


5 .00 










147 


2 














3 


9 




2 


1 








06 


10 


X 




1 


5 


1 




2 


16 


1 








OTHER HISPANIC/UTIN AMER 




116 


22 




1 


2 


7 






4 


35 




9 










92 


21 


1 


1 




3 


1 




11 


34 


1 


4 










39 


12 














1 


7 


1 


5 










462 


67 


2 


2 


3 


17 


4 




b X 


103 


7 


20 
b u 


1 




MEAN GRADE 




3.44 


2.54 


3.00 


2 .50 


3.33 


J . X b 


b . 3U 




2 . 76 


? .66 


2 7T 

b • / -L 


2 RO 

b * 3U 


5.00 








1409 


2^14 


26 


6 


Q 


124 


9 


3 


93 


446 


43 


57 


5 








2669 


719 


46 


11 


24 


171 


24 




170 


663 


113 


60 


9 




MHITE OR CAUCASIAN 




4144 


651 


61 


17 


44 


99^ 

b bW 


65 


16 


2AT 

bO J 


1534 


164 


163 


12 








30'»9 


973 


19 


5 


/ 


121 


57 


6 


290 


966 


65 


66 


9 








797 


204 


10 






55 


\9 


10 


9 T 
b J 


106 


34 


60 


1 








12066 


3011 


164 


41 


64 


699 


167 


43 


659 


3941 


419 


446 


36 




MEAN GRADE 




3.07 


2.96 


3.37 


3.54 


3.37 


T 91 

J . b / 




? 67 

b . w / 


3.02 


3 14 


3. 16 


2 97 
b . ' / 


T 22 
J . b b 






* 


51 


11 




i 


2 


2 








13 


1 


1 










61 


13 


2 






5 


2 




4 


27 


3 


2 


1 




OTHER 




113 


21 


3 


1 


2 


7 






1 


42 


5 


4 










102 


40 


1 






3 


9 




6 


27 


1 


3 










41 


10 






1 


3 


2 


3 


1 


9 


1 


1 










366 


95 


6 


2 


5 


20 


13 


3 


17 


116 


11 


11 


1 




MEAN GRADE 




3.00 


2.74 


3.17 


4.00 


3.40 


3.00 


2.15 


1.00 


3.00 


3.07 


3.16 


2.91 


4.00 








366 


60 


9 


3 


2 


27 


4 




■ ■ 11 


■7V 


16 


1 / 


H 








565 


164 


7 


3 


3 


40 


4 


3 


22 


166 


32 


25 


3 




MO RESPONSE 




659 


164 


20 


2 


11 


:>5 


22 


4 


31 




65 


35 


7 








621 


221 


5 


2 


2 


35 


20 




37 


166 


32 


16 


3 








209 


56 


1 






11 


11 


3 


6 


31 


11 


15 










2662 


665 


42 


10 


16 


166 


61 




109 


725 


156 


108 


17 




MEAN GRADE 




3.12 


2.93 


3.43 


3.70 


3.26 


3.22 


2.51 


^•70 


2,92 


3,19 


3.06 


3.12 


3,47 



ERIC 



23 



01 UCM lUMIIlTIM 


















































NUWIIN OF 






















«»WI c 






CIM9I0ATC k\ 










cife*M 


cue IC 


tl|(|M«/ 






UK 1 
«'( 






(ACH iua 




36 


13 


1 


226 


146 




6 


12 


12 


5 


499 


35 


1 10 


983 




36 


4 


2 


379 


69 


1 


11 


30 


17 


12 


262 


62 




6020 




56 


5 


2 


556 


111 


5 


10 


54 


15 


5 


426 


66 




9003 


:alifornia 


29 


4 


1 


317 


52 




10 


42 


15 


5 


244 


30 


C«H 


6 


rOTAL 


5 


5 




310 


45 




3 


30 


14 


9 


111 






325 




16^ 


31 


6 


1790 


445 




42 


166 


73 


36 


1562 


199 


TKil 


16339 






3.52 


3.50 


2.94 


3.55 


3^17 


3,26 


2.71 


2.97 


2.97 


3.52 


3.45 






HEAN GRADE 








2 














1 




9 1 10 


2 










3 




- 
















25 
























3 




n 


21 


IktiER INDIAf4/ALASKAN NATIV 






















1 




Cm 












1 


















OtHtf 


z 










6 














5 




T«Mal 


50 










3.63 














3.20 








KPAKj grade 








1 


1 












3 




1 1 10 


26 










3 














1 


1 


1 1 


139 




1 






s 


1 


1 










14 




II 


226 


ALACK OR AFRO-AHER 








6 














7 


1 


C«H 












12 


1 






3 






9 


1 




9 




1 






29 


3 


1 




3 






34 


3 


Tflll 


4oa 










2.07 


3.00 


3.00 




1.00 






2.47 


2.33 






HP AM GRADE 








4 


2 












195 


3 


1 « r 


40 




1 






7 


2 












65 


15 


II 


307 




1 






19 


1 












31 


15 


\t 


464 


CHICAtra/riEXICAN AMERICAN 








16 






1 








11 


6 


un 












9 








2 








2 


Oftv 


16 




2 






55 


9 




1 


2 






306 


43 


TMll 


629 










2.65 


2.76 




2.00 


1.00 






4.40 


3.21 






HEAN GRADE 


5 


3 




76 


61 




2 


6 


2 


3 


11 


2 


1 « 10 


176 




3 


3 




117 


30 




3 


9 


6 


3 


15 


3 


11 


1000 




7 




1 


172 


45 






20 


5 


3 


36 


4 


II 


1496 


ORIENTAL/ASIAN AMERKAN 








90 


15 






17 


6 


3 


25 


3 


C«N 


2 










69 


14 




2 


9 


10 




14 




OOitr 


36 




19 


6 


1 


546 


165 




9 


61 


31 


16 


101 


12 


Titf) 


2712 




3t<^7 




3t00 


3.01 






3.33 


2.77 


2.42 




2.64 


3.33 






HEAN GRADE 1 










] 












6 




1 « 10 


























3 


1 


11 


10 










1 














1 




J» 


16 


PUERTO RICAN 






















1 




Ci« 












1 


1 
















Oikv 


1 










2 


2 












11 


1 


ritti 


29 










2.00 


3.00 












4.27 


4.00 






MEAN GRADE 








1 














121 


7 


1 A lO 


30 




1 






7 


1 








1 


1 


31 


7 


11 


126 










5 


2 






2 






14 


6 


It 


230 


OTHER HISPANIC/LATIN AMER 








7 








1 






4 


3 


CtN 












6 








2 








1 




7 




1 






26 


3 






5 


1 


1 


170 


26 


TiW 


391 




4.00 






2.50 


3.33 






2.00 


4.00 


4.00 


4.56 


3.62 




HEAN GRADE 


24 


5 




103 


66 




5 


6 


9 


1 


63 


17 


1 4 lO 


46o 




26 


1 


1 


167 


46 




7 


16 


7 


7 


121 


?9 


11 


3479 




36 


3 




265 


47 


3 


5 


26 


9 


1 


264 


IS 


It 


5379 


UNITE OR CAUCASIAN 


21 


4 


1 


157 


26 




6 


16 


4 


2 


171 


11 


Cttt 


5 


c 






143 


16 




1 


10 


4 


2 


70 


1 


0»tr 






112 


16 


2 


675 


207 


4 


26 


76 


33 


13 


709 


63 


Tmi 


9524 




3.3d 


2.63 


3.00 


2.94 


3.59 


3.25 


3.27 


2.67 


3.39 


3.23 


2.97 


S.60 






nCAN bTfAUC j 




1 


1 


"3 














— TV 


7 


1 A }| 


ID 




2 






11 








1 


1 




6 


1 


II 


109 










14 


1 










1 


11 




It 


175 


DTHCH 








3 


1 






1 


2 




3 














6 












1 


3 




ML 


5 




2 


1 


1 


37 










3 


2 


34 


2 




299 




4.00 


5.00 


5.00 


3.05 


2.50 






3.00 


2.67 


l.OO 


^.56 

^— 


k50 


1M 




.MEAN GRADE 


7 


— r 




"3^ 






T" 




— r- 


— r- 




— 3- 


f « 11 


21T 




5 




1 


44 


6 




1 


4 


2 


1 


40 


5 


627 




11 


2 


1 


57 


• 14 


1 


3 


6 


1 




52 


14 


11 


992 


NO RESPONSE 


4 






36 


10 




1 


5 


1 




21 


4 


It 


1 








41 


7 






4 






9 


1 


Ml 


66 




27 


6 


2 


212 


54 


1 


6 


19 


5 


2 


190 


29 


i9m 


2103 




3.56 


4.33 


3.50 


2.97 


3.26 


3.00 


3.33 


^53 


1.60 




K72 


L31 


TiM 




rfEAN eRAOE 



24 



17 



DISPLAY 16 Advanced Placement Grade Distribution by Total and Ethnic Group, California Men 
May 1985 



:alifopnia 

TOTAL 



HEAN SHADE 



A^ER POIAN/AUSKAN NATIV 



rtEAN GRADE 



BUCK OR AFRO-AMER 



MEAM CTAPg 



CHlCA»«)/nEXICAN AMERICAN 



MEAN 6PADE 



llAMt 



3626 
5213 
6972 
^696 
165^ 
22163 

3.2a 



10 
14 
35 
27* 
12 
98 
2, ft?. 



23| 
46 
70 
96 
6d 
323 



129 
163 
23d 
?20 
106 
656 
2.99 



6 92 
1595 
1526 
1429 

253 
5497 
3.19 



2 
5 
6 
5 
1 
19 
3.11 



6 
17 
20 
26 
18 
69 
_2^ 



26 
33 
57 
17 
7 

140 
iJ9 



1 



5 
11 
* 10 
7 
1 
34 



21 
30 
46 
7 
4 

110 



20 
46 
64 
70 
15 
215 
2.93 



2-50 



2 

3.00 



2 

lM 



1 
1 
1 

3 

1 
4 
1 

1 
7 

i52 



251 
416 
474 
227 
99 
1469 



1 
2 
3 
2 
6 

2.25 



3 
7 
2 
4 
16 
2^ 



2 
7 
11 
3 
7 

' 30 
2^ 



132 
163 
349 
242 
99 
1005 
1^ 



2 
1 
1 
5 

2.60 



NUMim OF CAttOlQATIS I 



119 
123 
245 
51 
95 
633 
3,19 



tuwtu 



2 
5 
5 
12 

1 
3 
9 
5 
5 
23 



3.00 2.67 



1 
1 
3 
1 
3 
9 



2 
7 

1^ 



114 
167 
333 
325 
59 
996 
Ll95 



1 

7 
1 
6 
1 
16 
3.06 



3 
13 
18 

9 
43 



4/1 
690 
1729 
1260 
277 
4647 
1. 0 0 
1 
3 
12 
15 
2 
33 
2.56 



1 
5 
16 
36 
27 
69 



9 
17 
56 
66 
26 
176 
_2^i 



153 
266 
362 
103 
42 
946 
3.431 3.06 



2 



2 
2 
2 

6 

JUL 



2 
3 
4 
4 

13 



ORIENTAL/ASIAN AMERICAN 



riEAH WAPE 



[PUERTO RICAN 



MEAN GRADE 



OTHER HISPANIC/UTIN AMER 



MEW GRADE 



HHITE OR CAUCASIAN 



MEAN GRADE 



OTHER 



HEAN GRADE 



NO RESPONSE 



MEAN GRADE 




99 
67 
97 
70 
30 
363 
3.40 



1992 
3062 
4166 
2693 
762 
12697 
3.22 



66 
96 
134 
. 109 
46 
455 
3.07 



739 
960 
609 
220 
3094 
3.25 



4 

:9{ 3,5C 



15 



7 
23 
12 
26 
6 
76 
.96 



1 

3.00 



425 
947 
932 
651 
121 
3276 
3.21 
9 
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56 
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3 
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4 
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41 
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4 
5 
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1 
24 
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16 
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3.27 
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2 
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3 
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1 
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1 
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75 
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29 
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3 
3 
2 
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3 
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3.06 
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17 
32 
7 
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107 
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1 
3 
9 
3 
3 
19 
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47 
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Tests Used by Graduate and Professional Schools 



Graduate Record Examinations 

During the 1984-85 testing year, 24,381 Califor- 
nians took the Graduate Record Examination (GRE) 
Genc^al and Subject Tests. These tests are admin- 
istered by thvi Educational Testing Service and are 
offered throughout the year. Graduate Record Ex- 
amination scores are one element used by many 
graduate school admissions ofHcers and fellowship 
sponsors, including the National Science Founda- 
tion, in determining admission or grant eligibility. 
The GRE Gereral Test measures verbal, quantita- 
tive, and analytical ability. GRE Subject Tests are 
offered in 17 subject areas and are intended to test 
students' knowledge of their undergraduate major. 
Registrants receive free copies of sample questions 
and may purchase actua' past examinations for use 
in practice. Minority students may also use the GRE 
to register for the Minority Graduate Student Loca- 
ter Service, although they need not take any of the 
tests. The minimum possible score on any of the 
tests is 200, meaning that a test taker either answer- 
ed few questions or answered them so poorly that he 
or she should have saved the money and stayed 
home. The highest theoretical score is 800 on each 
section of the General Test and 990 on the Subject 
Tests. 

As with all standardized tests, the GRE tests are not 
precise measurement tools. The standard error of 
measurement on the General Test is 35 on the 
verbal, 40 on the quantitative, and 45 on the analyt- 
ical subt-jsts. The GRE Information Bulletin (Edu- 
cational Testing Service, 1985) has two pages of 
"Guidelines" that caution users of GRE test scores 
about placing too much emphasis on the scores 
alone. The GRE Guide to the Use of the Graduate 
Record Examinations Program (Educational Testing 
Service, 1984) is even more specific, and probably 
one of the most comprehensive publications the 
testing industry makes available to test takers, 
admissions officers, and the general public. Effec- 
tiveness of the Graduate Record Examinations for 
Predicting First Year Grades (Burton and Turner, 
1983) is an excellent source for researchers inter- 
ested in GRE validity. It is a summary of 246 re- 
search studies conducted by the Graduate Records 



Examinations Validity Study Servic of GRE scores 
and first-year grades of graduate students )y depart- 
ment. The correlation coefficients in Display 17 on 
page 18, reproduced from that publication, indicate 
that in three of four disciplinary areas Subject Test 
scores tend to oe better predictors of firsl-year grade- 
point averages than either Genera* Test scores or 
students' undergraduate grade-coint average. The 
exception is the biological sciences, where the under- 
graduate grade point average is a better predictor. 

National and California average GRE test scores arc 
not available, but unpublished statistical analysis of 
three recent tests have been iiled with the Commis- 
sion and may be read by researchers concerned with 
test reliability. 



Graduate Management Admission Test 

The Graduate Management Admission Test (GMAT) 
is used by some 800 graduate schools of business and 
management and required by 600 of them as part of 
their admissions procedure. Throughout the world, 
' 193,343 individuals sat for the test during the last 
testing year, including 11,213 Californians. As a 
graduate school admission element, the test is 
somewhat different from tlie GRE Subject Tests, in 
that it doe? not test undergraduate knowledge from 
the student's major. Instead, the areas it tests are 
basic mathematical skills, understanding of elemen- 
tary concepts, interpretation of graphic material, 
reading comprehension, and writing ability. Al- 
though the Educational Testing Service provides 
potential test takers with sample tests^ there is no 
way that test takers can study for the Graduate 
Management Admission Test. It is holistic in na- 
ure. 

Like other tests administered by ETS, the Graduate 
Management Admission Test has a scaled score 
range of 200 to 800. Theoretically, the test has a 
mean score of SCO, with u standard deviation of 100. 
In practice, however, the current mean is 460. 

The GMAT Council publishes a consumer-oriented 26- 
page booklet - The Graduate Management Admis- 
sion Test: Technical Report on Test Development and 
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DISPLAY 17 Size^Adjusted Average Correlations of Predictors with Fi^st-Year Average in 
Departments with Data for Ten or More Students 
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Number of Departments 
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31 
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Number of Departments 
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34 


28 
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Correlation 


.26 


.23 


.32 


.31 


.26 


Number of Departments 
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118 


99 


44 
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Biological Sciences 












Correlation 


.22 


.18 


.21 


.15 


.30 


Number of Departments 


36 


36 


31 
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36 


Mathematical and Physical Sciences 












Correlation 


12 


.27 


.17 


.39 


.30 


Number of departments 


56 


5'3 


46 


?l 


47 



Soul Adapted from Educational Testing Service, 1983, p. 16. 



Score Interpretation for GMAT Users (Schrader, 1979) 
- teilmg readers ho v to and not to interpret scores 
on the GMAT. Th^ bookUt is must reading for ad- 
missions officers who normally look at SAT, ACT, 
LSAT, and MCAT scores. In plain English, it explains 
the predictive validity of GMAT scores, starting with 
a review of validity studies since 1955. 

Graduate Management Admission Test scores have 
a high correlation to first-year graduate-school 
grade-point averages. In contrast with tests discus- 
sed previously, where high school or undergraduate 
grade-point averages have higher correlation co- 
efficients with subsequent first-year grade-point 
averages, the correlation of the Graduat2 Manage* 
ment Admission Test is .48, as compared to .27 for 
undergraduate grade-point averages. Moreover, 
since the bases for undergraduate grade-point aver- 
ages are as varied as the colleges from which gradu- 
ate management students come, the test provides an 
"equalizer,'* or uniform measure, by which students 
may be judged The reliability coefficient of recent 



GMATs has been .93. The standard error of measure- 
ment is 30 scoring units. This means that if a test 
taker who received a score of 500 were to repeat the 
test, chances are that he or she would score between 
4 1 and 530. Admissions officers are cautioned to 
keep this range of scores in mii.d, rather than consi- 
dering a single score as an absolute. 



Miller Analogies Test 

This test is administered locally, and is one factor in 
admitting graduate students. However, it does not 
require registration, no fees are charged the test 
taker, and racial/ethnic and sex data are not collect- 
ed. No national or State data are available. Al- 
though over 3,000 people took the test during the 
past testing year, other criteria for reporting, as 
called for by the Legislature, are not present. No 
comment can, therefore, be made in this report. 
AVhat brief statistics are available are reproduced in 
Appendix B. 
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Law School Admission Test 

The Law School Admission Services desi^ms and ad- 
ministers the Law School Admission Test (LSAT) on 
behalf of the Law School Admission Council - an as- 
sociation that includes 174 accredited U.S. law 
schools and 14 Canadi9.n law schools. The LSAT is 
used by all accredited law schools and most non-ac- 
credited law schools throughout the nation as one 
factor in determining the admissibility of first-ye; r 
applicants. Nationally, 95,119 people registered f *r 
the test in 1984-85 Californians accounted for 
12,086 of these reg' .rants. 

The LSAT consists of six 35-rninute multiple-choice 
reading comprehension sections, and a 30-minute 
writing sample section. Two of the multiple-choice 
sections are considered pre-test, and are not scored. 
The writing sample also is not scored, but is submit- 
ted to law schools for their use in reaching decisions 
concerning admission. Since the new version of the 
test was inaugurated in June 1982, scores on the 
combination of four multiple-choice sections are re- 
ported on a scale of 12 to 48. The four different types 
of reading sections used in the test are intended to 
evaluate reading, understanding, and analyzing 
skills of prospective law students and ara based on a 
broad range of academic disciplines. There is no ad- 
vantage to students from any particular undergra- 
duate academic background. Inasmuch as gradua- 
tion from college, or even having attended college, is 
not a requirement for attending law school in Cali- 
fornia and several other states, the absence of a need 
for specific academic knowledge in order to take the 
LSAT is not disadvantageous. 

In order to prepare f^i the LSAT, the Law School Ad- 
missions Services provides prospective registrants 
with a packet oC materials which include the book- 
let. Law School AdmisBion Services Preparation Ma- 
terial Sample LSAT. This booklet explains the types 
of rea»iing passages and questions that may be on 
the test and explains how the most appropriate an- 
swers to the questions were derived. It also offers 
several recommendations on how to approach an- 
swering each section of the test and concludes with 
an actual test to be used for practice. Actual tests 
from the previous year are also available for sale. 

Inasmuch as the '^new'* LSAT has been offered only 
since 1982, no extensive, validity studies of the test 
have yet been concluded. However, from the preli- 
minary work done to date, it is apparent that law 
schools vary greatly in the correlation of LSAT scores 



and their students* first-year grades. For this rea- 
son, the Law School AdmisL'on Services encourages 
individual schools to conduct their own statistical 
analyses, rather than depending on national figures. 
However, in terms of the reUability of the test itself, 
the LSAT has a correlation coefficient of .92, or quite 
satisfactory; the standard error of measurement is 
±2, meaning the scores that a student might receive 
upon repeatedly taking similar tests would cluster 
within two score units, plus or minus, of the original 
score. 

An important caveat that appears throughout all of 
the literature submitted by the Law School Admis- 
sion Services to test takers, pre-law advisors, and 
law school admissions staff, is that scores on the 
LSAT should not be used in isolation but only as one 
of several factors in the admission process. 

No detailed data are yet available for Californians 
who have taken the LSAT, other than that their mean 



DISPLAY 18 Law School Admissions Test 
National Scaled Score Distribution, 1982-1984 



Scaled Score Percent Below* 
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99.9 


46 


99.4 


44 


98.0 


42 


95.2 


40 


90.3 


38 


83.7 


38 


75.3 


34 


66.0 


32 


56.3 


30 


46.6 


28 


38.0 


26 


29.6 


24 


22.5 


22 


16.9 


20 


12.2 


18 


8.6 


16 


58 


14 


3.8 


12 


2.4 



* The e^itnes in this column reflect the percentages of 
candidates scoring^ below the scores ^ven. 

Source: Law School Admission Council 
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score of 32 slightly exceeded the national mean score 
of 31 during the 1984-85 testing year. Display 18 
shows the score distribution nationally for test 
takers between 1982 and 1984. 



Medical College Admission Test 

The current version of the Medical College Admis- 
sion Test was introduced in 1977 for students plan- 
ning to enter medical school in 1978. During the 
1984-85 testing year, it was administered to 44,443 
examinees, including 3,994 Californians. It is offer- 
ed twice each year and is a full-day examination, 
with scientific knowledge tested in the morning, and 
skills anal}^is tested in the afternoon. 

Displays 19 and 20 on page 25and 26 report the 
scores for national test takers in September 1984 
and April 1986, and Displays 21 and 22 on pages 27 
and 28 show comparable data for California test 
takers. California mean scores exceed national 
means in every sub-section of the test in both testing 
sessions. Mean scores for the spring session are gen- 
erally higher than scores of the fall session because 
students have completed an additional semester of 
study. 

Although there are over 300 questions on the Medi- 
cal College Admission Test» scores are reported on a 
scale of 1 to 15 in order to minimize differences in 
scores due factors unrelated to test takers' knowl- 
edge cr skill. 

The version of the Medical College Admission Test 
used since 1977 differs from its predecessor in that it 
does not test rote memory but rather the application 
of principles and concepts generally considered im- 
portant for the study of medicine. The multiple- 
choice questions in biology, chemistry, and physics 
are medically related, and the **science problems" 
questions present medically related situations that 
may require the integration of knowledge from each 
of these three basic sciences in order to select the 
most appropriate answer. 

Registrants for the test receive a 79-page '^textbook," 
The MCAT Student Manual, on taking examinations, 
and the MCAT in particular. Although the basic sci- 
ence questions are quite straight forward, the sci- 
ence problems are another matter. As the manual 
says ( p. 5): 

In these questions, the information given may 
be insufTicient to permit you to reach a conclu- 
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sion, excessive or irrelevant information may be 
included; or you may have to derive new infor- 
mation from the information that is given. Se- 
lecting the correct answer to these questions 
will depend upon your skills in defining a pro- 
blem, in distinguishing between relevant and 
irrelevant information, and in recognizing 
whether or not sufficient information is given 
from which to draw a conclusion. 

The manual is additionally helpful to prospective 
test takers in that the topics to be covered in each 
science subject sub-test are listed. Provided students 
have taken courses in these subjects or reviewer^ ma- 
terials generally covered in basic one-year courses in 
them, there should be no surprises presented in 
these sub-tests. The two skills sub-tests, on the 
other hand, do not require specific knowledge in or- 
der for a student to do well. These sub-tests are *'de- 
signed to assess . . . ability to comprehend, evaluate, 
and use information that is presented in a narrative 
or quantitative format." (Manual, p. 37). In addition 
to the 180 illustrative questions and answers in the 
manual, registrants receive a practice test which is 
considered an exact replica of an actual full-day test. 

The Association of American Medical Colleges, spon- 
sor of the MCAT, has goals in its testing program that 
differ from those of other test sponsors, in that it 
wishes not only to assess students' chances for suc- 
cess in medical school, but also test for what it be- 
lieves are the kinds of judgments that are required of 
practi:ing physicians. 

How valid is the MCAT in predicting grades in medi- 
cal school and medical board tests? It is quite val^d 
in predicting first-year grades, somewhat less valid 
in predicting second-year grades, and again quite 
valid in predicting scores on the National Board of 
Medical Examiners' Part I examination taken by 
students at the conclusion of their pre-clinical years 
in medical school. As seen in Displays 23 and 24 on 
page 29, it has a higher degree of validity than un- 
dergraduate CPAS in each of the three areas of com- 
parison. However, the combined CPA and MCAT 
scores have the highest correlation. 

The scores received on each sub-test of the MCAT are 
not averaged. Each score is reported independently, 
since each represents an assessment of different 
skills or knowledge of disciplines. The correlation 
between sub-test scores and first-year grades is high- 
est with the biology, chemistry, and "science prob- 
lems" areas, while over the first two years of medical 
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DISPLAY 19 Percentages of Medical College Admission Test Examinees Achieving Scaled Score Levels and Associated Percentile 
Rank Ranges by Area of Assessment, September 1984 Administration (N =23,272) 
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0.5 
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Score 


tcaieij 


Score 


Scaled 


Score 


Seated 


Score 


Scaled Score 


Scaled Score 






Mean « 8.3 
Std Deviation * 2.S2 


Mean » 7.8 
Std. Deviation « 2.44 


Mean « 8.0 
Std. Deviation » 2.57 


Mean « 7.9 
Std. Deviation > 2.46 


Mean - 7.6 
Std Deviation »2.54 


Mean ^ 7.4 
Std Deviation =2.47 
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DISPLAY 20 Percentages of Medical College Admission Test Examinees Achieving Scaled Score Levels and Associated Percentile 
Rank Ranges by Area of Assessment, April 1985 Administration (N^21J71) 
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Achieving 
Score 


Percentile 
Rank 
Range 
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1 , 


(lO 


999 


00 
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06 
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04 


99 9 






0 1 


99 9 


15 


14 


0 1 


99 9 


09 


99 9 


22 


97 3-99 4 


1 6 


98 1 -99 6 






03 


99 7-99 9 


14 


13 


2 6 


97 4-99 9 


39 


95 3-99 1 


30 
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33 
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0 2 


999 


09 


98 8-99 6 


13 




64 
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58 
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66 
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52 
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36 


96 3-99 8 


54 
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12 


11 
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88 
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10 
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10 


9 


14 h 
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57-66 
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9 


8 
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14 2 
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8 
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11 1 


24-35 


14 5 


29-42 
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7 
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8 6 


16-23 


123 
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94 
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73 
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21-32 


6 


5 


n6 
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89 
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85 
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12-15 


93 
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5 


4 


46 


03 8-08 3 


52 
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64 


01 8-08 1 


54 


01 8-07 


38 


07 1-11 


53 


5-10 


4 


3 


22 


01 6-03 7 


1 1 


00 4-01 5 


1 5 


00 3-01 7 


1 1 


00 6-01 7 


28 


04 4-07 


35 


01 6-04 9 


3 


o 
^ 


1 2 


00 4-01 5 


03 


00 0-00 3 


0 1 


00 0-CO 2 


05 


00 0-00 5 


1 7 


02 7-04 3 


1 1 


00 4-01 5 


2 


1 


03 


00 0-00 3 


00 


000 


00 


000 


0 0 


00 0 


26 


00 0-02 6 


03 


00 0-00 3 


1 




Scaled Score 


Scaled Score 


Scaled Score 


Scaled Score 


Scaled Score 


Scaled Score 






Mean 8 3 
Std Deviation 2 50 


Mean 8 2 
Std Deviation 2 53 


Mean 8 3 
Std Deviation 2 65 


Mean 8 2 
Std Deviation 2 d3 


Mean 7 9 
Std Deviation 2 50 


Mean - 7 8 
Std Deviation 2 50 
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DISPLAY 21 Percentages of Medical College Admission T^st Examinees Achieving Scaled Score Levels and Associated Percentile 
Rank Ranges by State of Legal Residence: California, September 1984 Administration (N =2,149) 
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Source: Association of American Medical Colleges. 
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DISPLAY 22 Percentages of Medical College Admission Test Examinees Achieving Scaled Score Levels and Associated Percentile 
Rank Ranges by State of Legal Residence: California, April 1985 Administration (N = 1,845) 
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Source: Association of American Medical Colleges. 
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DISPLAY 23 Distributions of Multiple Correlations for GPA, MCAT, and GPA/MCAT Composites 
with Year 1 and Year 2 Grades and NBME-Part I* 



Predictor Composite Year I Grades Year 2 Grades NBME.Part I 



GPA** 3rdQ: .46 .42 37 

Median: .41 .37 30 

IstQ: .34 .27 23 



MCAT 3rdQ: .49 .44 63 

Median: .41 .37 54 

IstQ: .34 .29 43 



GPA/MCAT 3rdQ: .58 .56 68 

Median: .52 .51 59 

IstQ: .47 .40 48 



* Year 1 grades are baaed on 25 samples (classes) at 12 schools; Year 2 grades, 22 samples at 12 schools, and NBME-Part I, 
IS samples at 9 schools. 

Science opa and non-science op.^ 

Source: Jones and Thomae-Forgues. 19S4. p. 9. 



DISPLAY 24 Number and Percentage of Samples (Classes) for Which GPA, MCAT, and GPA/MCAT 
Composites Were Better Predictors of Year 1 and Year 2 Grades and NBME-Part I 

Predictor Composite Year 1 Grades Year 2 Grades NBME-Part I 

Number % Number % Number % 

GPA better than MCAT 13 52 10 45 0 0 

MCAT better than GPA 12 48 12 55 18 100 

GPA/MCAT better than GPA alone 25 100 22 100 18 100 
Source: Jones and Thomae-Forgues, 19S4, p.lO. 



school, the sub-test on "skills analysis: reading"" 
tends to have the greater predictive validity. 

Demographic characteristics of California exami- 
nees were not available for this report However, the 
Association of American Medical Colleges did pro- 



vide five years of data for national test takers. Dis- 
play 25 on page 30 shows that the proportion of wo- 
men test takers has increased over the past five 
years, as has the proportion of minorities, notably 
Asian/Pacific Islanders. 
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DISPLAY 25 Trends in Characteristics of Medical C-^llege Admission Test Examinees. 1980-1984* 

Percentage of Examinees** 



Characteristic 



1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 



SEX 

Male 66 64 63 62 62 



Female 



34 36 37 38 38 



COLLEGE STATUS 



Sophomore 

Junior 

Senior 

College Graduate 



3 


3 


3 


3 


3 


34 


34 


33 


33 


33 


31 


32 


32 


32 


32 


33 


31 


33 


33 


32 



UNDERGRADUATE MAJOR 



Mathematics and Statistics 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


Premedical 


3 


3 


3 


3 


3 


Biological Sciences 


56 


56 


56 


55 


57 


Humanities, Languages, and the Arts 


3 


3 


3 


3 


3 


Physical Sciences 


18 


18 


18 


17 


17 
8 


Social Sciences 


7 


8 


8 


8 


Other 


12 


12 


12 


13 


12 



RACIAL/ETHNIC GROUP 
Black 

American Indian/Alaskan 
White 

Asian/Pacific Islander 
Hispanic Mexican American 
Hispanic Puerto Rican (Mainland) 
Hispanic Puerto Rican (Commonwealth) 
Hispanic Other 



8 


8 


8 


8 


8 


0 


0 


1 


0 


1 


80 


79 


78 


77 


76 


6 


7 


8 


8 


9 


1 


2 


2 


2 


2 


1 


2 


1 


1 


1 


2 


2 


2 


2 


2 


2 


2 


2 


2 


2 



Note: Tue number of eMtmnees remained near 19.000 for the years 1962-1966. then increased to 19.705 in 1966. 22.288 

in 1967:26.539 in 1968; 28.880 in 1969; 33.869 in 1970; 45.324 in 1971; 51.696 in 1972; 54.835 m 1973. and 58.218 in 
1974. Since 1974. the number of examinees generally declined: 57.522 in 1975; 53.599 m 1976:56.579 in 1977. 
51.791 m 1978; and 48.075 in 1979. In 1980. examinees numbered 49.646; 48.203 in 1981.47.597 in 1982.48.945 in 
1983; and 45.029 in 1984. 

• This table and reported pccentages are based on usable records. 

Percentages may not add to 100 because of rounding; those less than .5 are rounded to 0 

Source: Association of American Medical Colleges. 
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APPENDIX A: Senate Bill No. 1758 



Senate Pill No. 1758 



CHAPTER 1505 

An act to repesd and add Chapter 3 (conunencing with Section 
99150) to Part 65 of the Education Code, relating to ediication. 

(Approved by Govenior Saptamber 27, iOB4. Fli«d with 
Secretary of State September 28, 1964.] 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 
SB 1758> Torres. Postsecondary education; standardized tests. 

to report certain data, including financial disclosure to the 
California Postsecondary Education Conunission. and to provide 
*^^,>edfied information to test subjects' prior to the administration of 
a test 

This bill would repeal and recast existing law and would expand 
the type of information which a test agency or test sponsor, as 
defined, must submit to the commission. The bill would also expand 
the information which must be provided to test subjects and wot 1 
require each test agency to prepare clear, easily understandable 
written descriptions of each standardized test it administers, as 
specified. 

The bill would also require a test agency to review and decide 
cas^ of suspected test score inauthenticity or irregularity according 
to a specified procedure, based upon the substantia evidence 
^uuidlprd. 

This bill would also prohibit the release or disclosure of aiiy test 
score identifiable with an individual test subject, as defined, except 
as specified. 

72ie people of the State of California do enact as follows: 

SECTION 1. Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 99150) of Part 
85 of the Education Code is repealed. 

SEC. 2. Chapter 3 (commencing with Section 99150) is added to 
Part 65 of the Education Code, to read: 

Chapter 3. Standardized Tests 

99150. (a) The Legislature finds and declares that: 

(1) Education is fondamental to the development of all residents 
and to the progress of the state as a whole. 

(2) Standardized tests are a major factor in the admission and 
placement of students in postsecondary education. 

(3) There is increasing concern among residents, educators, and 
public ofi!cial< regarding the i^roper uses r,f standardized tests in the 
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Ch. 1505 



— 2 — 



admissions and placement decisions of postsecondary education 
institutions. 

(4) The rights of test subjects should be assured without infringing 
I pen the proprietary rights of the test agencies. 

(b) It is the intent and purpo^ of the Legislature in enacting this 
chapter to do aU of the following: 

(1) Ensure that test subjects and persons who use test results are 
iully aware of the characteristics, uses, and limitations of 
standardized test^ used in postsecondary education admissions and 
placement. 

(2) Ensure due process protection of test su ijects whose scores 
are being questioned for suspected inauthenticity or irregularity in 
test administration. 

(3) ProWde tcf*. subjects witfi the c^porti nlty to review the basis 
on wnir-n UMS tesi suurjecl luw ucc^u 9w«^ 

(4) Maka available to the public appropriate infofmation 
regarding the procedure, development, and administration of 
standardized tests. 

(5) Promote more knowledge about the pn ner use of 
standardized test results and promote greater accuracy, validity, and 
ireliability in the development, administration, and interpretation of 
standardized tests. 

99151. (a) Admissions data assembly service" means any 
summary or report of grades, grade point averages, standardized test 
scores, or any combination of grades and test scores, of a test subject 
used by any test score recipient. 

(b) ""Commission** means the California Postsecondary Education 
Cjnunlision. 

(c) ""Standardized test" or **test" means any test administered in 
California at the expense of the tett subject which is used for the 
purposes of admission to, or class placement in, postsecondary 
educational institutions or thehr programs, or any test used for 
preliminary preparation for those tests. 

""Standardized test" or *'test'" includes, but is not limited to, the 
Preliminary Scholastic Aptitude Test, the Scholastic Aptitude Test, 
the College Board Achievement Tests and Advanced Placement 
Tests, the ACT Assessment, the Craduate Record Examination, the 
Medical College Admission Test, the Law School Admission Test, the 
Dental Adminion Testing Program, the Graduate Management 
Admission Test, and the Miller Analogies Test 

The standardized test does not include a test, or part of a test, 
which has been in use for less than five yean, or which is 
administered to a selected group of individuab principally for 
research, pre-test, equating, guidance, counseling, or for the 
purposes of meeting graduation requirements of secondary schools 
and postsecondary educational institutions. 

Tests which are administered as supplements or auxiliaries to 
another test, or which form a specialized component of a test, may 
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be combined for the purposes of this chapter. 

(d) "Secure test** means any test which contains items not 
available to the public and which, to allow the further use of test 
items md to protect the validity .-^nd reliability of the test, is subject 
to special secunty procedures in its publication, distribution, and 
administration. 

(e) *Test subject** or "subject** means an individiud who takes a 
standardized test. 

(0 'Test sponsor** or "test agency** means an individual, 
partnership, corporation, association, company, firm, institution, 
society, trust; or Joint stock company which develops, sponsors, or 
administers standardized tests. 

(g) ^Testing year"* means tiie 12 calendar months which the test 
agency considers either its operational cycle or its fiscal year. 

(h) 'Test score'* or "score** means the value given to the test 
subject s pertbrmonce uu « 9^«%I«udI;.cd tcct, idminirt^'-**^ Hy ^Hp 
test agency, whether reported in numerical, percentile, or any other 
fonn. 

(i) 'Test score recipient** means any |)erson, organization, 
association, corporation, postsecondary education institution, or 
governmental agency or subdivision to which the test subject 
* requests or designates that a test agency report a test score. 

0) "Score reporting service** means the reporting of a test 
subject's standardized srore to a test score recipient by a test agency. 

(k) 'Test preparation course** means any curriailum, course of 
study, plan of instruction, or method of preparation given for a fee 
which is specifically designed or constructed to prepare or improve 
a test subject's score on a standardized test. 

(/ ) "Test program** means all of the administrations of a test of the 
same name during a testing year. 

99152. Each test sponsor shall report the closing date of its testing 
year to the commission by February 1, 1985, or within 90 days after 
it first becomes a test sponsor, whichever is later. Each test sponsor 
shall report any change in the closing date of its testing year within 
90 days after the change. 

99153. On or before November 15 of each year, the test sponsor 
shall submit to the commission all of the following data and 
information: 

(a) Three copies of each version of the test which was disclosed 
in the prior testing year, along with the corresponding acceptable 
answers, and the methods used to convert raw scores into the test 
scores ifeported to test subjects and ^est score recipiencs, together 
with an explanation of that method. 

(b) The dates of m^|or or national administration of each test 
administered by the test agency during the testing year. 

(c) The total number of test subjects who have taken the test 
once, who have taken it twice, and who have taken it more than 
t^MTice during the testing year. 
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(d) The total number of cest subjects A/ho registered for, but did 
not toke, the test. 

(e) The total amount of fees received from test subjects by the test 
agency for the test for that testing year. 

(f) The expenses to the test sponsor of the test, as follows: 

(1) Those expenses which are directly attributable to the test. 

(2) Those expenses which are indirecdy attributaUe to the test 
However, if the test sponsor also sponsors another test or related 
activities, it shall be sufficient for compliance with provisions of this 
section for the test sponsor to list indirectly attributable expenses, to 
the extent that they are identifiable, as they are proportionately 
related to the te:t. llie test wpottm shall also list expenses indirectly 
attributable to all activities of the test's sponsor, including expenses 
not identifiable as attributable to a test 

The financial disdosure required by this section shall be submitted 
within 135 days after the cfose of the testing year and in sufficient 
detail to indicate the toaior categories of revenues and expenses 
associated witli tne losi. Ea>^^^1 ^ prc'.'idH *n >his section, the 
information for diflerent tests administered by the same test sponsor 
shall be reported separately and by individuid test 

(g) A copy of all documents, pamphlets, and literature provided 
to the test subject and the test score recipient 

(h) Where applicable, the national average test scores, state 
average test scores, the standard error of measurement, ok A any 
other existing information relevant to a comparison of the test scores 
of the state's test subjects v.ith test scores of previous test subjects of 
the past five years. 

(i) For those tests used to predict academic performance, the 
most recent national or regionsi aggregation of daU concerning the 
predictive validity of all of the following: 

(1) Academic record or grades alone. 

(2) Standardized test score alone. 

(3) Academic record and test score combined. 

(4) Standardized test scores over and above the predictive 
validity of academic record alone. 

0) Using available data, the racial, ethnic, and sex breakdown of 
all test sul^fects taking each test dtiring the testing year. 

(k) If a separate fee is charged test subjects for admissions data 
assemUy service, thne test sponsor shall report information 
concerning the di^ assembly service in substantially the same form 
as would be required for a test under this section. 

(/ ) This section shall not be construed to require any test agency 
to submit to the commission any reporb or documents containing 
information relating to any individual test subject Any information 
relating to any indivklual test subfect shall be deleted or obliterated 
from any reports or documents ffitd with the commission pursuant 
to this section. 

* (m) This section shall i lOt apply to any standardized test which is 
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administered to fewer than 3,000 test subjects in California durinir a 
testing year. 

99154. (a) Within aO days of the close of each testing year, the 
te^ sponsor shall file with the commission standard technical data 
sutBdent to describe the psychometric quality of the test. 

For purposes of compliance with this section, it ia sufficient to 
deposit with the commissipn information conforming to the 
guidelines qMcified in tlie Standards for Educational and 
Psychological Tests of the American Psychological Association 
which were in effect 180 days prior to the testing year, and which are 
appropriate to the particular test and its uses. 

(b) Data, reports, or other documentj submitted pursuant to this 
section shall be accompanied by a description of the test, including, 
but not limited to, the title, purpow or purposes of the test, and when 
and where the test was administered in the state. 

(c) Data, reports, or other documents submitted pursuant to this 
chapt^ shall not contain information in a form idratifiable with 
individuabor particular postsecondary educational institutions. 

99155. The commission shall prepare and submit an annual 
report regarding standardized tests of the state's test subjects to the 
Governor, the liegisiature, uie ncBci.U of th? »TnivAr^*v of 
California, the Board of Governors of the California Community 
CoUeges, the Trustees of the California State University the 
California Postsecondary Education Commission, and' the 
Superintendent of Public Instruction on or before March 1 of each 

report shall include a descriptive summary of existing data 
and information submitted to the commission pursuant to Section 
99193, including all of the following: 

Hi* ^ California stiidents taking standardized tests, 

(b) The performance of California test subjects. 

predictive vaUdity of test scores as specified in subdivision 
(i) of Section 99153. 

(d) A de:cription of the information specified in subdivisions (a) 
(•>)• ^^^^) according to the sex and ethnicity of test subjects. 

(e) The revenues received by test sponsors, and the proportion of 
those revenues expended for test development and administration. 

99156. A test agency shall prepare a clear, easily understandable 
written description of each standardized test it administers. A copy 
of the appropriate description shall be provided to the test subject 
or the test score recipient prior to the admitiistinUon of the test or 
coinciding witii the initial reporting of a test score. The description 
shall include all of the foUowing information: 

(a) The purposes for which the test is constructed and intended 
to be used. 

(b) For thoM tests used to predict peri^ormance, the subject 
matter included on these tesU and the knowledge and .skills which 
the test purports to mttuun. 

(c) Statements desigred to provide information for interpreting 
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the test scores, including the explanations of the test, the standard 
error of measurement, and for those tests used to predict 
performance, the correlation between test score and performance. 

(d) Statements concerning the effects and uses of test scores, 
including both of the following: 

(1) If the test score is used by itself or with other information to 
predict future grade point average, a sun^niary of existing data on the 
extent to which the use of this test score will improve the acciuacy 
of predicting future grade point average, over and above all other 
information used 

(2) A summary of existing data on the extent to which the 
improvement in test scores r^ulls from test preparation courses. 

(e) Adescriptiocof theforminwhichtest scores will be reported, 
and whether Ae raw test scores will be alterml in-any way before 
being reported to the test subject 

(f) A complete description of any promises or covenants which 
the test agency niakes to the test subject with regard to any of the 
following matters: 

(1) llie accuracy of sccning. 

(2) The time period within which the test subject's score will be 
reported to the test rjb{ject and to the te^ score recipients. 

(3) The privacy of information relating to the test subject, 
mciuuiuis iJi Gr her te^t 

(g) The pi operty interest in the test score held by the test subject, 
if any. 

(h) The per: jd oT time the test agency will retain the test score, 
and the test agency's policies regarding the storage, disposal, and 
foture use of test scores* 

(i) A description of all special services which will be provided at 
the location of the test administration to acconmiodate handicapped 
or disabled test subjects. 

(j) The policies and procedures of the test agency when there is 
a dcday in reporting the test scores pursuant to Section 91160. 

(k) A r e pre sen tative set of sample test items. 

(I) The fim to be duu^ied by the test sponsor for various service 
nuMle available to the test sul^ect. 

(m) EmiA test agency dudl comply with the requirements of this 
secticm beginning with the start of ib testing year which begins aHer 
January 1, 1965. 

99157. (a) Within 90 days of the release to the test subject of the 
results of a standardized test as specified in subdivision (c) , and upon 
the request of the test subrfect, the test sponsor shall provide to the 
test sul^ject an opportunity to examine operaticmal test questions and 
answen und^ closely monitored conditions. The examination shall 
occur at a location to be mutually agreed upon by the test sponsor 
and test sutject. 

Unless authorized by the test sponsor, questions, answers, or copies 
of questions or answers shall not be removed from the facility, except 
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by a representative of the test sponsor. Duiing the examination of 
test materiab, the test subject may file with a representative of the 
test sponsor, and with an educational institution or institutions 
seeidng results of the test examined, a written protest to any question 
or answer. 

(b) As an alternative to the procedure described in subdivision 
(a), and within 90 days of the release of the results of any 
standardized test score to the test subject, and upon request of the 
test subject, the test sponsor shall niake available to the test subject 
the test materials, including operational test questions, a copy of the 
test subfect's response to each question, the test subject's raw scores, 
a copy of scoring and scaling instructions, a copy of the correct 
responses, and a copy of the conversion factor or table, or both. 

Each test sponsor shall, prior to the administration of a test, give 
written notifkation to the tes^ subject of his or her right to request 
and receive test disclosure as provided in this section. 

(c) Except for test administrations described in subdivision (d), 
the test » onsor shall provide to test subjects the test materials 
specified in subdivisions (a) and (b) for not fewer than 50 percent 
of regular test administrations, as determined by the test sponsor. If 
the application of 50 percent results in a number which includes a 
fraction, the number shall be rounded to the nearest larger whole 
number. 

(d) In order to accommodate test subjects who, because of 

leu^^iuii, mtfs uiutLMC tu ptuiidpuie in ret^uiur wsi ttuiniiiisuttiiuiu, uic 

test sponsor shall provide test materials specified in subdivisions (a) 
and (b) to test subjects of not fewer than one non-Saturday test 
administration during every 12-month period following December 1, 
1984. 

(e) Each test sponaor shall, prior to the administration of a test, 
give written notification to the test subjects of their right to request 
and receive test materiab as provided in subdivisions (a), (b), and 
(c) , provided that the request has been made within 90 days of the 
release of the test score to the test subject. 

(0 The test sponsors may charge a nominal fee, not to exceed the 
direct costs thereof, for test materials provided punuant to this 
section. 

(g) For the purposes of this section only, a "standardized test" or 
"test** means any test administered in California to at least 3,000 
individuals during a testing year and which is designed for, and 
formally required by, institutions of postsecondary education in 
California for the purposes of admission to those institutions for 
undergraduate studies. This section does not apply to tests that have 
been administered for less than five years, the College Board 
Achievement tests, the Advanced Placement tests, the Medical 
College Admissions tests, or the test of English as a foreign language. 

99158. If the test agency will be delayed in reporting a test 
subject's score for a time period amounting to 10 calendar days 
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beyond the period specified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (F) of 
Section 99156, the test agency shall notify the test subject 
immediately. The notice shall indicate the reasons for delay, 
including, but not limited to, incorrect, incomplete, or inconsistent 
personal identifying information furnished by a test subject. 

99159. (a) Whenever a test agency is presented with information 
which renden the test subject's test score suspect, whether that 
information is in the form of allegations of coUusion or cheating, or 
irregular test administration, or irregular statistical data, or any other 
form, the test agency is reqponsiMe for reviewing the information 
and determining if withhdding the test sufa|)ect*s score is warranted 

(b) If the test agency determines that withholding the test 
subject's score is warranted, the test agency shall give the test subfect 
written notiro of the test agency's decision. The notice shall be sent 
by registered mail not later than five working days after the test 
agency's dedrion. 

(c) The notice to die test subject shall include all (rf the foUowing: 

(1) A complete sununary of the information submitted to the test 
agency and relied upon by the test agency to withhold the score. 

(2) A complete summary of the pertinent facts surrounding the 
investigation. 

(3) A statement of the test subject s right to receive, upon request^ 
details supporting complete summaries referred to in paragraphs (1) 
and (2). 

(4; i hc poiiuiea mm k*^^^^'*^^ "'^r? Wlnu/*^ hy the test 

agency in reviewing and rendering a decision to withhold the test 
score. 

(5) The potential consequences which may result from the 
investigation, such as withhdding or invalidating the test scores. 

(6) A summary ot the information that may be submitted to the 
test agency by the test subject to support the authenticity of the test 
score. 

(7) A statement informing the test subject that the opportunity to 
respond to the notice will be afforded for not more thaji 15 working 
days following the date the notice was delivered. No final decision 
on the qiiesticm of suq[)ected irregularity or inauthenticity shall be 
rendered by the test agency until tibe test subject under investigation 
has responded, or the time for doing so has expired, whichever 
occurs nrst. 

(d) After die time period specified in paragraph (7) of subdivision 
(c) has expiredt the test agency shall review all of the evidence and 
shall render a decision regarding the authenticity of the score. 

No test agency diall caned or Invalidate a test subject's test scores 
on the basis of an alleged irregularity or inauthenticity unless, after 
all evidence has been considered by the test agency, substantial 
evidence r^ulting from an investigation conducted pursuant to this 
section suppoiis die cancellation or invalidation. 

99160. (a) Whenever the test agency determines that substantial 
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evidence exists to support cancellation or invalidation of a test score, 
the test agency shall provide the test subject with a choice of the 
following options: 

(1) A cancellation of the test scores in question, with fuU refund 
of all test fiees. 

(2) Opportunity to take the test again privately and without 
charge. 

(3) Opportunity to seek judicial review of the matter. 

(b) The test subject shall have 30 days following receipt of the 
notice by registered mail to respond to the notice of inauthenticity. 

(c) If the test subject responds to the notice of inauthenticity or 
irregularity of test scores sent by the test agency within the time 
period specified by subdivision (b), the test agency shall review the 
contents of the response and comply v/ith oi.d of the following: 

(1) If the test subject requests cancellation of the test scores, a fiill 
refund of all test foes will be provided within a reasonable period. 

(2) If the test subject requests an opportunity to take the test 
again privately and without charge, the test agency shall make 
appropriate accommodations that are mutually agreed upon by the 
test agency and test subject so that the test subject has sufficient time 
to prepare for the retest The retest shall be given in a reasonable and 
timely manner. 

(3) Nothing in this section precludes the parties from seeking 
resolution of the testing problems by either judicial review or 
arbitration. 

(d) The test agency shall not release confidential information to 
any auuionzed rai ac«/ic ic\.j!p««?Aild iC^^rding z tczt rubj^^ unH*»r 
pCTding investigation, unless authorized to do so by the test subject. 

(e) The test agency shall invnediately release the test score to the 
test subject and the test score recipients where no substantial 
evidence edsb to render the inauthenticity or irreguarity of the test 
score. 

(f) The procedures prescribed in Section 99159 and this section do 
not apply to instances where the cancellation of all test scores results 
from the complete disruption of the administration of the test, such 
as by natural disasters, national emergencies, inadequate or 
improper test conditions, answer sheet printing erron, or testing 
agency errors. 

(g) Time procedures described in Section 99159 and this section 
shall not apply in those instances where test scores have already been 
reported to test score recipients. 

99161. (a) No test agency shall release or disclose any test score 
identifiable with any individual test subject, in any form whatsoever, 
to any test score reci{^nt, unless the agency is speciBcally 
authorized by the test sub^ to release that test score to the 
recipient A test agency may, however, release all scores received by 
a test subject on a test to anyone designated by the test subject to 
receive the te^ score. 
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(b) A test agency may release test scores and oeher information 
in a fonn which does not identify any individual test subject for 
purposes of research, studies, and reports {irimarily concerning the 
test itself. 

99162. Any infb|rmation or report required to be submitted to the 
commissioa pursuant to this chapter shall be public record subject to 
disclosure under the provisions of Chapter 3.5 (commencing with 
Section 62B0) of Divisicm 7 of Title 1 of the Government Code. 

Nothing in this section shaU be construed to diminish or authorize 
the infringement of any rights protected by law relating to copy, ight, 
to the protection of trade «3crets, or other proiMletary rights. 

99163. Any test sponsor who intentionally violates any provision 
of this chapter shall be liable for a dvil penalty not to exceed seven 
hundred fifty dollars (|750) for each violation. 

99164. If any provision of this chapter or the application thereof 
to any person or draimstanoes is hdd invaUd, the invalidity slb^ 
affect other provisions or ^ipUcations of the chapter which can be 
given effect without the invalid provision or application, and to this 
end the provisions of this chapter are severable. 
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APPENDIX B: Test Sponsor Materials 



Preliminary Scholastic Aptitude Test/National Merit 

Scholarship Qualifying Test (PSAT/NMSQT) 43 

Scholastic Aptitude and College Board Achievement Tests 51 

American College Test 65 

Advanced Placement Examinations 69 

Test of English as a Foreign Language 77 

Graduate Record Examinations 99 

Graduate Management Admission Test 129 

Miller Analogies Test 135 

Law School Admission Test 137 

Medical College Admission Test 145 
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The College Board 



Suite 480 2099 Gateway Place 
SdnJose California 95110 
(408) 288-6800 



Western Regional Office 



Mr. Horace Crandell 

Post Secondary Administrator 

California Postsecondary Education Commission 

1020 Twelfth Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 



Dear Horace: 

California Senate Bill 1258 — the Torres Bill ~ requires the College 
Board, as a test sponsor, to file with the Commission certain informa- 
tion specified in Spction 99153. The enclosed information is for the 
Preliminary Scholastic Aptitude Test as required by Section 99151. 



Fonn S October 20, 1984 PSAT/NMSQT 
Form T October 23, 1984 PSAT/NMSQT 

Answer Keys for Form S and Form T of the 1984 SPAT/NMSQT 
Student Bulletin, 1985 PSAT/NMSQT, Oct. 19 or 22 
About Your 1985 PSAT/NMSQT Scores 
1985 PSAT/NMSQT Supervisor's Manual 
1985 PSAT/NMSQT Interpretive Manual 

Counselor's Guide to Helping Students Learn from the PSAT/NMSQT 

PSAT/NMSQT Summary Report for Nat., Reg., and State Data for CB Junior^ 1984 

1984-85 Test Dates, ATP 



Sincerely, 




John B. Vaccaro 
Di rector 

Admissions & Guidance Services 



November 11, 1985 
.IRV/pmn 



Enclosures: 

(1) Section 99153 (c) 
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THE COLLEGE BOARD 



Report to the California Postsecondary Education 
Commission Pursant to California Senate Bill ^'o. 1758 (Torres) 

State of California 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (c) 

(d). This data is based on all national and international test administrations 

during the 1984-85 testing year included in the PSAT/NMSQT Testing Program. 



PSAT/NMS^rf*^ 
Test 



The total number of times the test 

was taken during the testing year 1.463.782 

The number of individuals who took 
the test 

Once 1.463.782 
Twice 0 
More than twice 0 
The number of individuals who registered 

for but did not take the test N/A* 



*The PSAT/NMSQT is school-administered; therefor, students 



November 4. 1985 
RFM/llp 
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Torres Repott For Year Ended June 30^ 1985 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (e) 

PSAT/NMSQT TEST 

Fees received from test takers in 
the College Board's PSAT/NMSQT Tests 

Test Fees $ 7. 325.205 

The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (f) 

PSAT/NMSQT TEST 



Expenses directly attributable 
to the PSAT/^MSQT Test 

Cost of Test Administration 

Direct support of test admini- 
strations: publications, trans- 
cript services, etc. 



$ 717.661 



660.770 



Program direction 



648.042 
$ 2.026.473 



PSAT/NMSQT TEST 



Expenses indirectly attributable 
to the PSAT/NMSQT Test 

Support services: publications 
regional offices, etc. 

Associational and Administrative 
expense 

Research and Development 



$ 344.838 



185.755 



224.077 
$ 754.670 



Total expense directly and 
indirectly attributable to 
PSAT/NMSQT test 



$ 2.781. 143 
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To cces Report for Year Ended June 30. I98S 

Expenses identifiable as Scholastic Aptitude Tests. Achievement Tests. 
PSAT/NMSQT Tests and Advanced Placement Tests have been allocated thereto. 
Joint costs have been allocated based on the Test volumes iuvolved. 

The following information is also provided in compliance with Section ^9153 (f) 

Total 

Total expense attributable to all 
activities including expenses not 
identifiable as attributable to 
the tests 

Support services: public?tions. 

general offices, etc. $ 8.431.248 

Associational and itlministrative 

expense 9 019.816 

Research and Tevelopment 3.201.813 

$ 20. 652.877 



ERIC 



55 



47 



The College Board 

Suite 480. 2099 Gateway Place 
San Jose California 95110 
(408)288-6800 

Western Regjona. Office 



1984-85 TEST DATES 



ADMISSIONS TESTING PROGRAM 

Do mestic Deadl i nes Foreign Deadlines 

U.S. and Puerto Rlc: > Only 



Test 


Dates 


ATP Test 


Reg. Closes 


Late Reg. 


Closes 


Reg. Closes 


Spec. 


Reg 


Oct. 


13, 


1984* 


SAT only* 


Sept. 


21 


Sept. 


21 


Not available 






Nov. 


3, 


1984 


SAT & ACH 


Sept. 


28 


Oct. 


10 


Sept. 


24 


Sept 


. 5 


Dec. 


1. 


1984 


SAT & ACH 


Oct. 


26 


Nov. 


7 


Oct. 


22 


Oct. 


3 


Jan. 


26. 


1985 


SAT & ACH 


Dec. 


21 


Jan. 


2 


Dec. 


17 


Nov. 


28 


Mar. 


23, 


1985 


SAT only 


Feb. 


15 


Feb. 


27 


Feb. 


11 


Jan. 


23 


May 


4, 


1985 


SAT & ACH 


Mar. 


29 


Apr. 


10 


Mar. 


25 


Mar. 


6 


June 


1, 


1985 


SAT & ACH 


Apr. 


26 


May 


8 


Apr. 


22 


Apr. 


3 



*SAT only In the states of California, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, North Carolina, 
bouth Carolina and Texas 



PSAT/N MSQT 

Saturday, October 20, 1984 
Tuesday, October 23, 1984 

Advanced Placetr^ .nt Program 
May 6-10, 1985 
May 13-17, 1985 
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The College Board 

Suite 480 2099 Gateway Place 
San Jose. California 95110 
(408)286-6800 

Western Reg.onai Office 



REGISTERED MAIL 



Hr. Patrick M. Callan, Director 

California Post Secondary Education Conmlsslon 

1020 12th Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 



Dear Pat: 



California Senate Bill 1758—the Torres Bill—requires the College Board, as a 
test sponsor, to rile with the commission specified Information. Among the 
tests defltied In Section 99151 (c) are the Scholastic Aptitude Test and the 
College Board Achievement Tests. The enclosed Information related to these 
tests Is submitted In compliance with the requirements of Section 99154. 



Sincerely, 



John Vaccaro 
Director 

Admission and Guidance Services 



September 25, 1985 



Using Your College Planning Report. 1985-86 

ATP Guide for High Schools and Colleges. 1985-86 

Registration Bulletin. 1985-86 (Western Edition) 

Supervisor's Manual. 1985-86 

Taking the SAT 

Taking the Achievement Tests 

Test Center list. 1984-85 

College Planning Report 

College Counseling Report 

College Adralssljns and Advising Report 

The College Board Technical Handbook for the Scholastic 

Aptitude Test and Achievement Tests. 1984 



cc: Horace Crandell, CPEC Postsecondary Ad^nlnlstrator 
JV/fr 
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Enclosures: (1, 

:i; 
:i; 
;i; 
;i; 
;i 
;i 
;v 
;i; 
:i: 



The College Board 

Suite 480. 2099 Gateway Place 
San Jose. Califorrra 95110 
(408) 288-6800 

Western Regional Office 



Mr. Horace Crandell 

Post Secondary Administrator 

California Postsecondary Education Commission 

1020 Twelfth Street 

Sacram'into, CA 95814 

Dear Horace: 

'^^lifornia Senate Bill 1258 — the Torres Bill — requires the College 
>oard, as a test sponsor, to file with the Commission certain informa- 
tion specified in Section 99153. The enclosed information is for the 
Scholastic Aptitude Test and the College Board Achievement Tests as re- 
quired by Section 99151. 

Sincerely, 



John B. Vaccaro 
Di rector 

Admission & Guidance Services 

November 11, 1985 
JBV/emp 

Enclosures : 
2) Section 99153 (c) 
5 SATS, 1985 Edition 

Registration Bulletin, SAT and AT, 1985-86 
Taking the SAT 

Taking the Achievement Tests 
Using Your College Planning Report, 1985-86 
1985-86 ATP Guide 

Guidelines on the Uses of College Board Test Scores & Related Data 
1984-85 Test Dates, ATP 
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ERIC rofit educational assoctation serving students, schools, and colleges through programs designed to expand educational opportunity 



THE COLLEGE BOARD 



Report to the California Postsecondary Education 
Commission Pucsant to California Senate Bill No. 1758 (Torres) 

State of California 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (c) 
(d). This data is based on all national and international test administrations 
during the 1984--85 testing year included in the Scholastic Aptitude Test. 



Scholastic 
Aptitude 
Test 



The total number of times the test 

was taken during the testing year I,704,187 

The number of individuals who took 
the test 

Once 1.418.334 
Twice 129.036 
More than twice 8.971 
The number of individuals who registered 

for but did not take the test 154.769 



November 4. 1985 
RFM/llp 
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Torres Report For Year Ended June 30. 1985 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (e) 



Pees received from test takers in 
the College Board's SCHOLASTIC 
APTITUDE TEST 

Test Fees 

Transcripts. Score Reports, etc. 



Scholastic 
Aptitude Test 



$18,755,000 
$ 9,471.995 
$ 28.226.995 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (f) 



Expenses directly attributable 
to the SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST 

Test development, analysis and 
validation 

Cost of Tert Administration 

Direct support of test admini- 
strations: publications, trans- 
cript services, essay readings, 
etc. 

Summary reporting services 
Program direction 



Expenses indirectly attributable 
to the SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST 

Support services: publications 
regional offices, etc. 

Associational and Administrati'/e 
expense 

Research and Development 



Total expense directly and 
indirectly attributable to 
SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST 



Scholastic 
Aptitude Test 



$ 1.786.913 
13.210.946 



9.058.358 

707.814 

398.742 
$ 25. 162.773 

Scholastic 
Aptitude Test 



$ 1.468.345 



2.043.284 



428.332 
$ 3.939.961 



$29. 102.734 
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To rres Report for Year Ended June 30. 1985 



Expenses identifiable as Scholastic Aptitude Tests, Achievement Tests, 
PSAT/NMSQT Tests and Advanced Plaoement Tests have been allocated thereto. 
Joint costs have been allocated based on the Test volumes involved. 

The following information is also provided in compliance with Section 99153 (f) 

Total 

Total expense attributable to all 
activities including expenses not 
' identifiable as attributable to 
the tests 

Support services: publications. 

general offices, etc. $ 8.431.248 

Associational and administrative 

expense 9.019.816 

Research and Development 3 . 201. 813 

$ 20.652,877 



ERIC 
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THE COLLEGE BOARD 



Report to the California Postsecondary Education 
Commission Pursant to California Senate Bill No. 1758 (Torres) 

State of California 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (c) 
(d). This data is based on all national and international test administrations 
during the I984--85 testing year included in the Achievement Tests. 



Achievement 
Tests 

The total number of times the test 

was taken during the testing year 302.492 

The number of individuals who took 
the test 

Once 273.087 

Twice 14.080 

More than twice 410 

The number of individuals who registered 

for but did not take the test 40.439 



November 4. 1985 
RFM/llp 
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Torres Report For Year Ended June 30. 1985 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (e) 



Pees received from test takers in 
the College Board's ACHIEVEMENT 
TESTS 

Test Fees 

Transcripts. Score Reports, etc. 



Achievement 
Tests 



$ 5.436.000 
1.671,529 
$ 7,107.529 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (f) 



Achievement 
Tests 



Expenses uirs^ctl/ attributable 
to the ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 

Test development, analysis and 
validation 

Cost of Test Administration 

Direct support of test admini- 
strations: publications, trans- 
cript services, essay readings, 
etc. 

Summary reporting services 
Program Direction 



Expenses indirectly attributable 
to the ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 

Support services: publications 
regional offices, etc. 

Associational and Administrative 
expense 

Research and Development 



Total expense directly and 
ip-^4™tly attributable to 

AC|:pj^^!MENT TESTS 



$ 1.463.675 
2.421.957 



1« 933. 42S 

537.939 

70.367 
$ 6,427.366 

Achievement 
Tests 
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$ 259.119 



510.821 



302.706 
$ 1.072.646 



$ 7.500.012 



To rres Report for Year Ended June 30 



1985 



Expenses identifiable as Scholastic Aptitude Tests. Achievement Tests. 
PSAT/NMSQT Tests and Advanced Placement Tests have been allocated thereto. 
Joint costs have been allocated based on the Test volumes involved. 

The following information is also provided in compliance with Section 99153 (f) 



Total 

Total expense attributable to all 
activities including expenses not 
identifiable as attributable to 
the tests 



Support services: publications. 

general offices, etc. $ 8.431.248 

Associational and administrative 

expense 9.019.816 

Research and Development 3.201.813 

$ 20.652.877 
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The College Board 

Suite 480, 2099 Gateway Place 
San Jose, California 95110 
(408) 288-6800 

Western Reg»onal Off.ce 



1984-85 TEST DATES 



ADMISSIONS TESTING PROGRAM 

Dcwnestlc Deadlines Foreign Deadlines 

U.S. and Puerto Rico Only 



Test 


Dates 


ATP Test 


ReK> Closes 


Late Reg 


. Closes 


Reg. Closes 


Spec. 


Reg. 


Oct. 


13. 


1984* 


SAT only* 


Sept. 


21 


Sept. 


21 


Not available 






Nov. 


3, 


1984 


SAT & ACH 


Sept. 


28 


Oct. 


10 


Sept. 


24 


Sept 


. 5 


Dec. 


1. 


1984 


SAT & ACH 


Oct. 


26 


Nov. 


7 


Oct. 


22 


Oct. 


3 


Jan. 


26. 


1985 


SAT & ACH 


Dec. 


21 


Jan. 


2 


Dec. 


17 


Nov. 


28 


Mar. 


23, 


1985 


SAT only 


Feb. 


15 


Feb. 


27 


Feb. 


11 


Jan. 


23 


Hay 


4. 


1985 


SAT & ACH 


Mar. 


29 


Apr. 


10 


Mar. 


25 


Mar. 


6 


June 


1. 


1985 


SAT & ACH 


Apr. 


26 


Ma/ 


8 


Apr. 


22 


Apr. 


3 



*SAT only In the states of California, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, North Carolina, 
South Carolina and Texas 



PSAT/NMSQT 

Saturday, October 20, 1984 
Tuesday, October 23, 1984 

Advanced Placement Program 
May 6-10, 1985 
May 13-17, 1985 
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November 6, 1985 



Horace F. Crandell 

Postsecondary Education Administrator 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
1020 12th Street, Second Floor 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Mr. Crandell : 

In compliance with Senate Bill 1758 of the Education Code related to st ndard- 
ized testing. The American College Testing Program, Inc. (ACT) hereby files 
the proscribed information as required by the law. 

(IJ The beginning and ending dates of ACT's testing year are September 1, 
and August 31, respectively. 

(2) Total times test was taken during the testing year 

ended August 31 1985 1 ,036,058 

Individuals taking the test once 754,175 
Individuals taking the test twice 120,326 
Individuals taking the test more than twice 13,108 

Individuals who registered but did not take the test 103,033 

Total amount of fees received from test subjects $11 ,884,650 

Direct expense for testing program; 

Test Adm., Scoring and Reporting $ 7,290,430 

Research and Development 623,277 

Secondary & Postsecondary Institutions Support 2,626,543 
Services 

Program Administration 437,441 

Total Direct Expense $10,977,691 

Indirect Expenses $ 1 ,639,215 

(3) ACT does not offer an admissions data assembly service. 

(4) Copies of each general publication prepared for routine distribution 
to test subjects and test score recipients are enclosed. 

(5) Research data pertaining to test scores for California and the nation 
are enclosed. Research reports that have not been updated since our 
last filing have not been repeated with this filing. 




2201 North Dodge Street P.O. Box 168 
iowa City. Iowa 52243 

(319) 337-1000 
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Horace Crandell 
November 6, 1985 
Page 2 



(6) Copies of each general publication prepared for routine distribution 
to ACT participating colleges and universities are also enclosed. 

This completes our filing for the 1984-85 testing year. Please let me know 
if additional materials are required under the law. Questions concerning 
the information we have filed should be referred to Ms. Joan Bissell in our 
Sacramento Office, telephone 916/921-2323. 

Sincerely, 

Marvin F. Brecht 
Vice President 
Business and Finance 

MFB/cd 

cc: Joan Bissell, AVP, Western Region 
Enclosures 
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Items included in Cal'/ornia Compliance Mailing 11/6/85 

Exhibits A-1 Three copies of each version of the ACT Assessment whi^h were 
through A-5 disclosed in the 1984-85 testing year, along with corresponding 
answers, and the methods used to convert raw scores into test 
scores reproted to test subjects and test score recipients, 
together with an explanation of that method. 

Exhibit B Registering for the ACT Assessment (combined East/West Regions) 

Contains: 

a. The dates of national administration of the ACT Assessment 
(page 1) 

b. The ACT Interest Inventory (page 5) 

c. The Student Profile Section (pages 6-10) 

d. Registration information (page 1) 

e. Score reporting information (page 1 & 2) 



Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 
Exh 



Exhib 
Exhib 
Exhib 
Exhib 
Exhib 
Exhib 
Exhib 



t C Preparing for the ACT Assessment 

t D Using Your ACT Assessment Results 

t E ACT Assessment Student Information 

t F Content of the Tests in the ACT Assessment 

t 6 Using the ACT Assessment on Campus 

t H Counselor's Handbook 

t I Using ACT in Advising 

t J Reporting Services for Colleges and Universities 

t K Research and Information Services 

t L High School Profile Report for California 

t M HS Profile Report - National 

t N Trend Tables for ACT-Tested Students in California (contains 
racial/ethnic, sex, etc. breakdown) 

t 0 ACT Class Profile Report Composite Report 

t P Research Services Summary Tables (1981-82, 1982-83 or 1983-84) 

t Q College Student Profiles: Norms for the ACT Assssment 

t R Educational Opportunity Service 

t S Taking the ACT Assessment for Special Testing 

t T Important Points to Remember When Interpreting AC! Assescnent Data 

t U Your College Freshmen 
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The College Board ^ o (> -jgg C 

Suite 480, 2099 Gatewav Place - ^ v 

San Jose California 95110 

(408)288-6800 

Western Regiona Office 



REGISTERED HAIL 




r.Pc Patrick H. Callan, Director 

California Post Secondary Education Commission 

1020 12th Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 



Dear Pat: 



California Senate Bill rSB—the Torres Bill—requires the College Board, as a 
test sponsor, to file with the commission specified Information. Among the 
tests defined In Section 99151 (c) are the Advanced Placement Tesi:> The 
enclosed Information related to these tests Is submitted In compliance with 
the requirements of Section 99154. 

A booklet, being prepared especially for California students, will describe 
the purpose, nature and probable effects of each Advanced Placement 
Examination, and will contain ths required statistical Information on the 
grading of the last administration. This booklet will also contain a section 
with Information pertaining to handicapped candidates, on-time examination 
grade reporting, and similar attributes relateri to compliance with California 
SB 1758. The booklet Is currently In the process of being developed and will 
be forwarded under separete cover Immedlatelv upon publication. 



Sincerely, 

John Vaccaro 
Director 

Admission and Guidance Services 



September 25, 1985 



Enclosures (1) Bulletin for Students, Advanced Placement Program, May, 1985 
A Guide to the Advanced Placement Program, 1986 

Advanced Placement Course Description, Art 

Advanced Placement Course Description, Biology 

Advanced Placement Course Description, Chemistry 

Advanced Placement Course Description, Computer Science 

Advanced Placement Course Description, English 

Advan;;ed Placement Course Description, French 

Advanced Placement Course Description, German 

Advanced Placement Course Description, History 

Advanced Placement Courfe Description, Latin 

Advanced Placement Course Description, Mathematics 

Advanced Placement Course Description, Music 

Advancer! Placement Course Description, Physics 

Advanced Placement Course Description, Spanish 

cc: Horace Crandell, CPEC Postsecondary Administrator 
FR?r ^^^^^ 

tl^^rofit educational association serving students, schools, and colleges through progra'^s designed to expand educational opportunity 



The College Board 

Suite 480 2099 Gateway Place 
San Jose California 95110 
(403) 288-6800 



Wester. (Regional Office 



Mr. Horace Crandell 

Post Secondary Administrator 

California Postsecondary Education Commission 

1020 Twelfth Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 



Dear Horace: 

California Senate Bill 1258 — the Torres Bill ~ requires the College 
Board, as a test sponsor, to file with the Commission certain informa- 
tion specified in Section 99153. The enclosed information is for the 
Advanced PlacenienL Tests as required by SGCtion 99151, 



November 11, 1985 
JBV/emp 

Enclosures: 

(1) Section 99153 (c) 

(1) Bulletin for Students APT 

(1) A Guide to the Advanced Placement Program 

(1) 1985 Coordinator's Manual, AP Exams. May 6-10, 13-17, 1985 

(1) School Administrator's Guide to the Advanced Placement Program Edition F 

(1) 1985 AP National sind Calif rnia Summary Reports 

(1) 1984-85 Test Dates, ATP 
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Sincerely, 




John B. Vaccaro 
Director 

Admissions & Guidance Services 



THE COLLEGE BOARD 




Report to the California Postsecondary Education 
Commission Pursant to California Senate Bill No, 1758 (Torres) 

State of California 


The following information is provided in compliance with 


Section 99153 (c) 


(d). This data is based on all national and international test administrations 


during the 1984-85 testing year included in the Advanced 


Pldcenent Proaram. 

Advanced 
Placement 
Test 


The total number of times the test 
was taken during the testing year 


205.650 


The number of individuals who took 

the teoi 

Once 


one i;c:a 


Twice 


0 


More than twice 


0 


The number of individuals who registered 
for but did not take the test 


N/A** 


**Advanced Placement students register at 
time of the test administration. 

i 




November 4« 1985 




RFM/ilp 
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Torres Report for Year Ended June 30. 1985 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (e) 



ADVANCED PLACEMENT PROGRAM 



Fees received from test takers in 

the College Board's ADVANCED PLACEMENT 

PROGRAM (APP) 

Test Fees 



$ 12,661.297 



The following information is provided in compliance with Section 99153 (f) 



ADVANCED PLACEMENT PROGRAM 



Expenses directly attributable 
to the ADVANCED PLACEMENT PROGRAM 

Test development, analysis and 
validation 

Cost of Test Administration 

Direct support of test admini- 
strations: publications, trans- 
cript services, etc. 



$ 48.720 
6 . 087 . 613 

1. 812.435 



Program Direction 



577, 129 
$ 8.525,897 



ADVANCED PLACEMENT PROGRAM 



Expenses indirectly attributable 
to the ADVANCED PLACEMENT PROGRAM 

Support services: publications 
regional offices, etc. 

Associational and Administrative 
expense 

Research and Development 



$ 1. 506.421 



785.984 

_ 315^682 
$ 2.607.087 



Total expense directly and 
indirectly attributable to 
ADVANCB PLACEMENT PROGRAM 
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$ 11. 132.984 



To rres Report for Year Ended June 30. 1985 



Expenses identifiable as Scholastic Aptitude Tests. Achievement Tests. 
PSAT/NMSQT Tests and Advanced Placement Tests have been allocated thereto. 
Joint costs have been allocated based on the Test volumes involved. 

The following information is also provided in compliance with Section 99153 (f) 



Total 

Total expense attributable to all 
activities including expenses not 
identifiable as attributable to 
the tests 



Support services: publications « 
general offices, etc. 

Associational and 
expense 

Research and Development 



$ 8.431.248 

9,019.816 

3.201,813 
$ 20.652.877 



administrative 
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TEST OF ENGLISH AS A FOREIGN LANGUAGE 

Pnncetcn NJ 08541 USA • Teieonone 3C9-92f-90C0 • Caoie EZuC^ES^: 



November 20, 1985 



Mr. Horace F. Crandell 

Postsecondary Education Administrator 

California Postsecondary Education Commission 

1020 Twelfth Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Crandell: 

In accordance with Education Code, Part 65, Chapter 3, Section 
99153, enclosed are the data for the Test of English as a Foreign 
Language (TOEFL) that must be submitted within one hundred and 
thirty-five days of the close of each testing year. The data are for 
the test year July 1, 1984 through June 30, 1985. 

This is the financial information only. The technical information 
and samples of TOEFL publications were submitted via certified mail ou 
October 15, 1985. 



Sincerely, 




Elizabeth G. Vermey 

Chairperson 

TOEFL Policy Council 



Enclosure 

CERTIFIED MAIL 




Test of Spoken English 

Secondary Level Enghsn Proficiency Test — 
International Student Identification Service- 
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TEST OF ENGLISH AS A FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



July 1, 1984 - June 30, 1985 

Report prepared for 

California Postsecondary Education Commission 
in compliance with 
Senate Bill 1758 
Education Code, Part 65, Chapter 3, Section 99153 



99153 (c) ETS records prepared by the Answer Sheet Scanning 

Department indicate the Test of English as a Foreign 
Language (TOEFL) was taken 389,682 times during 1984-85. 
Of this total, 49,385 were answer sheets sent to ETS for 
scoring under its Institutional Testing Programs. It is 
possible additional test subjects took the TOEFL under 
this service and their answer sheets were scored by the 
testing institution. Such test subjects are not recorded 
by ETS. 



Information on the number of times an individual has taken 
TOEFL during the testing year is collected on the 
rpgiQfrflflon form. The information is self-reported and 
cannot be verified by ETS. Those individuals who applied 
to take TOEFL during 1984-85 and provided this information 
are distributed as follows: 



Once during 1984-85 267,238 
Twice 62,898 
More than twice 59,546 

(d) In 1984-85, 60,211 registered for but did not take the 

TOEFL under the International and Special Center Testing 
Programs. Registration records for the Institutional 
Testing Programs are kept by the institutions 
administering the test and are not available to ETS. 



(e) The total amount of fees received from test takers during 
1984-85 was #12,341,932. This represents four categories 
of Income: 



a. Registration fees paid by individual test subjects. 

b. Additional transcripts requested by individual test 
subjects. 



ERLC 
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c. Fees paid by institutions for Institutional Adminis- 
tration forms. Under the Institutional Testing 
Programs, test forms are distributed directly to the 
institutions. Individual test subjects for these 
programs are not registered directly by ETS. 

d. Program publications and services ordered by 
examinees. 

fl. Expenses directly attributable to the test 
(July 1, 1984 - June 30, 1985) 

^^rogram Direction $ 1,^21,054 

Test Administration and Related Services- 
International, Special Center, US/Canada and Overseas 
Institutional Testing Programs 7,074,465 

Service Additional Requests for Transcripts 345,493 

Test Development/Production 1,409,203 

Publications 1 , 180,940 

Research 210,330 



$11,341,485 



f2. 



Expenses indirectly attributable to the test 
(July 1, 1984 - June 30, 1985). 



Policy Council and related activities 



$140,1/8 



General Research 



124,508 



Development Studies 



40,042 
$304,728 
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TEST OF ENGLISH AS A FOREIGN LANGUAGE 



Princeton, NJ 08541. USA • TeieDnore 609-921-9CC0 • Cacie E3UC~"H?^3 



October 1, 1985 



California Postsecondary Education 
1020 Twelfth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Attention: Mr. Horace F. Crandeil 

Postsecondary Education Administration 

Dear Mr. Crandeil: 

In accordance with the revised Education Code, Senate Bill No. 1758, 
Chapter 1505, Part 65, Chapter 3, Section 99152-99159, the enclosed data 
and publications are submitted on behalf of the TOEFL Program. The data 
are for the test year July 1, 1984 - June 30, 1985. 

The enclosures include the following items: (1) Program report for 
the Commission, (2) 3 copies of each of the test forms used at the 
July 13, 1984, August 4, 1984, November 17, 1984, December 7, 1984 and 
May 11, 1984 TOEFL Test Administration, together with a copy of the correct 
answer responses, and the score conversion tables for each test form, (3) 
Handbook for Examinees - International/Special Center Testing Programs, (4) 
TOEFL Bulletin of I nformation and Application Form - International/Special 
Center Testing Program, (5) Examinees Handbook and Admission Form - 
Institutional Testing Program, (6) Institutional Testing Program Brochure, 
(7) TOEFL Test and Score Manual , 1985 Edition, (8) TOEFL Request Form, (9) 
Appendices A and B - the location of TOEFL test centers in California, and 
(10) Test Security Brochures. 




Elizab^Jii G. Vermo^ 
Chairperson 
TOEFL Policy Council 



EGV/SRC/sje 



Enclosures 



Certified Mail // P038 999 638 
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TEST OF ENGLISH AS A FOREIGN LANGUAGE 
July 1, 1984 - June 30, 1985 



Report prepared for the California 
Postsecondary Education Commission 



October 1, 1985 



99153. On or beiore October 1 of each year, the t?st sponsor shall 
submit to the Commission all of the following data and information: 

(a) Three versions of the test which were used in the prior testing 
year, aloiij with the corresponding acceptable answers, and the methods 
used to convert raw scores into the test scores reported to test subjects 
and test score recipients, together with an explanation of that method. 



9915? • (a) Enclosed are three copies of each of the test forms used 
at the (1) August 4, 1984, (2) NovemLer 17, 1984, and (3) May 11, 1985 
International TOEFL test administrations and three copies of each of the 
test forms used at the (1) July 13, 1984 and (2) December 7, 1984 Special 
Center TOEFL test administrations. Also included are cassette recordings 
of the stimulus material for the listening comprehension section, the 
correct answers for each test form and the score conversion tables. 

These test forms are equivalent to those used at each TOEFL adminis-- 
tration, but they are no longer in use as secure tests. 
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99153. (b) The aates of major or national administration of each 
test administered by the test agency during the testing year. 

(c) The total number of test subjects who have taken the test once, 
who have taken it twice, and who have taken it more than twice during 
the testing year. 

(d) The total niunber of test subjects who registered for, but did 
not take, the test. 

(e) The total amounts of fees received from test subjects by the 
test agency for test for that testing year. 

(f) The expenses to the test sponsor of the test, as follows: (1) 
and (2). 

(g) A copy of all documents, pamphlets, and literature provided to 
the test subject and the test score recipient. 

(h) Where applicable, the national average test scores, state 
average test scores, the standard error of measurement, and any other 
existing information relevant to a comparison of the test scores of the 
state's test subjects with test scores of previous test subjects of the 
past five years. 

(i) For those tests used to predict academic performance .... 

(j) Using available data, the racial, ethnic, and sex breakdown of 
all test subjects taking each test during the testing year. 

(k) If a separate fee is charged test subjects for admissions data 
assembly service •••• 

(1) The provisions of this section shall not be construed to require 
any test agency to submit to the Coimnission any reporLs ojl uocuuicrits 
containing information relating to any reports or documents filed with th«=^ 
Coimnission pursuant to this section. 



99153. (b) The dates of major or national administrations of TOEFL 
are as follows: 

The International Testing Program which always tests on a Saturday 
provides testing six times a year at approximately 1,100 test centers 
established by ETS throughout the world. Test dates in 198' -85 were: 
August 4, 1984; October 27, 1984; November 17, 1984; January 12, 1985; 
March 9, 1985; and May 11, 1985. 

The Special Center Testing Program schedules test: administrations on 
Fridays at usually the same test centers as the International program. 

ERIC 
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The proqram was integrated with the International TOEFL testinq program in 
1979 to provide monthly testinq with alternate Friday and Saturday test 
dates. Testinq was conducted throuqhout the world in 1984-85 for this 
proqram on 3uly 13, 1984,, September 21, 1984, December 7, 1984, February 
8, 1985, April 19, 1985, and 3une 7, 1985. 

(c) ETS records prepared by the Answer Sheet Scanning Department 
indicate the Test of Enqlish as a Forelqn Language (TOEFL', was taken 
389,682 times during 1984-85. Of this total 49,385 were answer sheets 
sent to ETS for scoring under Its Institutional Testing programs. It is 
possible additional test subjects took the TOEFL under this service and 
the answer sheets were scored by the testing Institution. Such test 
subjects are not recorded at ETS. 

Information on the number of times an Individual has taken TOEFL 
during the testing year Is collected on the registration form. The 
Information Is self-reported and cannot be verified by ETS. Those 
Individuals who applied to take TOEFL during 1984-85 and who provided this 
Information are distributed as follows: 

Once during 1984-85 182,878 
Twice 10,553 
More than twice 196,251 

(d) In 1984 85, 60,211 registered for but did not take the TOEFL 
under the International and Special Center testing programs. Reqistration 
records for the Institutional TOEFL Testinq Proqram are kept by the 
Institutions admlnlsterlnq the test and are not available to ETS. 

{e)(f) Financial report relevant to the TOEFL testing proqrams will 
be submitted to the California Postsecondary Education Commission on or 
before November 12, 1985 in compliance with Education Code, Paraqraph 
99153, (e) and (f). 

(n) F^rh TOFFL annlirant registering f'^r the International or 
Special Center program receives a copy of trie TOEFL Bulletin of Information 
and Application Form and the TOEFL Handbook for Examinees . Applicants for 
the Institutional Testinq Program received a copy of Student Handbook and 
Admission Form . 

Test score recipients Include the examinees and universities, colleges 
or other agencies. The examinees receive copies of their score and a 
TOEFL Request Form for additional Official Score Reports. The colleges, 
universities and other agencies receive copies of examinees* score reports 
as deslqnated by the examinee and each test score user receiv^»s a copy of 
the TOEFL Test and Score Manua l. Copies of above publications are enclosed. 

(h) National average and state average test scores are not available 
for the TOEFL test, however. Information on the standard error of measure- 
ment and other statistical characteristics of the test may br found on 
pages 25-31 in the TOEFL Test and Score Manual . 
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(i) Not applicable. TOEFL is not used to predict academic performance. 

(j) Statiotical data by ethnic background is not ivailable. Tables 
7 and 8 on page 22 of the Test and Score Manual provides means and standard 
deviations of test scores by sex. 

(k) TOEFL does not offer admissions data assembly service. 

(1) None of the statistical data is individually identifiable. 
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991f4. (a) Within 90 days of the close of each testing year, the 
.est sponsor shall file with the Commission standard technical data 
sufficient to describe the psychometric quality of the test. 

For purposes of compliance with this section, it is sufficient to 
deposit with the Commission information conforming to the guidelines 
specified in the Standards for Educational and Psychological Tests ot the 
American Psychol )gical Association, which were in effect 180 days prior 
to the testing year, and which are appropriate to the particular test 
and its uses. 

(b) Data, reports or other documents submitted pursuant to this 
chapter jhall be accompanied by a description of the test, including, but 
not limited to, the title, purpose or purposes of the test, and when 

and vhere the te3t vas administered in th3 state, 

(c) Data, reports or other documents submitted pursuant to this 
chapter shall not contain information in a form idenrifiable with 
individuals Oi: particular post secondary educational institutions. 



99153. (a) The requested information appears in the enclosed TOEFL 
Test and Score Manual , pp. 20-31. 

(b) A description of the test appears in the TOEFL Test and Score 
Manual, pp. 7-8. A description of the test and its purpose is also 
provided each applicant in the 1984-85 Bulletin of Information on page 3, 
and in the Handbook for Examine es on page 24-31. 

Lists of the location and dates of all TOEFL test administrations 
within within the state of California curing test year 1984-85 are 
attached. The lists for the International and Special Center test 
programs are marked "Appendix A." The test sites and test dates for the 
Institutional testing program are marked "Appendix B." 

(c) None of this data is individually identj 'able — either by 
examinee or by institution. 
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99155. Test subjects who, because of religion, are unable to 
participate in regular test administrations will be accommodated by 
establishing not fewer than one non-Saturday test administration during 
entry testing year. 



99155. lOfJL is offered under the Special Center testing program six 
times a year, on Friday test dates, in those months in which International 
testing program administrations are not held. ^5 in the International 
testing program, a new form of the test is given at each Special Center 
admi nlstrat Ion. 
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99156. A test agency shall prepare a clear, easily understandable 
written description of each standardized test it adminis^ers. A copy of 
the appropriate description shall be provided to the test subject or the 
test score recipient together with the test registration forms and related 
documents, prior to the administration of the test or coinciding with the 
initial reporting of a test score. The description shall include all of 
the following information: 

(a) The purposes for which the tesc is constructed and intended to 
be used. 

(b) For those tests used to predict performance, the subject matter 
included on these tests and the knowledge and skills which tha test 
purports to measure. 

(c) Statements designed to provide information for interpreting the 
test scores, including the explanations of the test, che standard error of 
measurement, and tb^ correlation between test score and performance. 

(d) Statement's concerning the eff<;cts and uses of test scores, 
including the following: 

(1) If the test score is used by itself or with other information 
♦"o predict future grade point average, a summary of existing data on the 
extent to which the use of this test score will improve the accuracy of 
predicting future grade point: average, over and above all other information 
used. 

(2) a summary of existing data on the extent to which the improvement 
in test scores results irom test preparation courses. 

(e) A description of the form in which test scores will be reported, 
and whether the raw test scores will be altered in any way before being 
reported to the test subject. 

(f) A complete description of any promises or covenants which the 
test agency makes to the test subject with regard to any of the following 
matters: 

(1) The accuracy of scoring. 

(2) The time period within which the test subject's score will be 
repcr^ed to the test subject and to the test score recipients. 

(3) The privacy of information relating to the test subject, including 
his or her test scores. 

(g) The property interest in the test score held by the test subject, 
if any. 
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(h) The period of time the test agency will retain the test score, 
and the test agency's policies regarding the storage, disposal, and future 
use of test scores. 

(i) A description of all special services which will be provided at 
the location of the test administration to accommodate handicapped or 
disabled test subjects. 

(j) The policies and procedures of the test agency when there is a 
delay in reporting the test scorej pursuant to Section 91160. 

(k) A representative set of sample test items. 

(l) The fees to be charged by the test sponsor for various services 
made available to the test subject. 

(ra) Each test agency shall comply with the requirements of this 
section beginniag with the start of its testing year which begins after 
January 1 , 19 85. 



99156. (a) For International or Special Center TOEFL test takers 
the required Information appears on page 3 of the 198^*83 Bulletin of 
Information and Application Form , undsr the heading "General Information," 
on p_^. of the Handbook for Examinees , under the heading "Preparing 

for and Taking the Test," and on page 3 of the Institutional test 
program's Examinee Handbook and Administration Form , 

For unlvi^rslt les, colleges, and other Institutions designated as 
TOEFL score recipients the required Information appears on pp. 7-8 of the 
TOEFL Test and Score Manual . 

{b> Not applicable. TOEFL does not predict performance. 

(c) Required information appears on page 11 of the TOEH. Test and 
Score Manual under the heading "TOEFL Scores," and on pp. 20-2:> of the 
H andbook for Examinees under the heading "Tesc Results." 

(d) (1) Required Information appears on pp. 1^-18 of the TOEFL Test 
and Score Manual under heading "Using TOEFL Scores," however, TOEFL Is not 
used to predict grade point average. 

(2) Required Information appears on pp. 2^-25 in the Handbook 
for Examinees , under the headinn "Preparing for and "^aking the Test," and 
on page 7 of the Examinee Handbook for the Institutional testing program 
test takers. 

(e) Required information on scoring procedures appears on pp. 20-23 
of the Handbook for Examinees and on pp. 17-19 of the Institutional 
Examinee Handbook. 
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(f) (1) Information on Quality Controls appears on page 18 of the 
Handbook for Examinees and on page 6 of the Institutional test program's 
Examinee Handbook s 

(2) Required information regarding the time period for reporting 
scores is found on pp. 11-12 of the Bulletin of Information and Application 
Form< on page 20 of Handbook for Examinees , on page 16 of the Institutional 
program's Examinee Handbook and under the section of the Institutional Testing 
Program brochure titlec* "Summary of Institutional Testing Program Policies." 

(3) Required information a| oears on page 10 of the TOEFL Test 
and Score Manual under the heading "Confidentiality of Information," in 
the Handbook for Examinees under the heading "Test Results," and in the 
Institutional Testing Program brochure under the heading "ETS Policy about 
Release of Individual Score Information." 

(g) Required information appears in the Handbook for Examinees on 
pag^^ 21, and in the Examinee Handbook on page 16. 

(h) Required information appears in the Handbook for Examinees on 
page 21 under heading "Test Score Data." 

(i) Required information appears in the Bulletin of Information on 

pagr 

(j) Required information filed under Paragraph 91160. 

(k) Representative sample items appear in the Handbook for Exaninees , 
pp. 24-30, under the heading "Practice Questions," and in the Examinee 
Handbook , pp. 10-16. 

In addition, during 1984-83 TOEFL examinees and others had access to 
other test forms and related materials via the following program services: 

a. TOEFl Sample Test (equal to one-half the length of a TOEFL test 
form). Availa.)le to anyone at $3 per copy. 

b. Test materials froi;> selected administrations. These include a 
copy of the test book and the cassette, the correct answers to the questions 
and a copy of t^e examinee's answer sheet with the raw scores marked. 
(Available to TOEFL examinees only who took the July, August, November and 
December 1984 and May 1983 administrations.) 

c. Understanding TOEFL; Test Kit 1 . A complete test form with 
cassette for Section 1, an answer sheet, and a workbook providing an 
explanation for eact. question and set of answers. Available ~o applicants 
for $11 with the test fee or $13 on a separate order. 

d. Listening to TOEFL; Test Kit 2 . Test Kit 2 focuses on Section 

1, the listening comprehension section of the test. It contains a workbook 
and three cassette recordings. Test Kit 2 also contains two complete 
TOEFL tests, answer sheets anc^ lists of the correct answers for all of the 
questions. Available to applicants for $13 with the test fee. 
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99157. This section does not apply to the Test of English as a 
Foreign Language. 



99158. If the test agency will be delayed in reporting a test 
subject's score for a time period amounting to 10 calei^dar days beyond the 
period specified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (f) of Section 99156, the 
test agency shall notify the test sibject immediately. The notice shall 
indicate the reasons for delay, including, but not limited to, incorrect, 
incomplete, or inconsistent personal identifying information furnished by 
a test subject. 



99158. The TOEFL Handbook for Examinees , psge 20, states that "test 
results will be sent ... about free weeks after you take the test. Under 
no circumstances can they be sent any earlier. (Test results will be sent 
out two or three weeks later for examinees whose answer sheets arrive late 
at tht TOEFL office or whose answer sheets are not completed properly.) 
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99159. The test agency shall establish a formal panel composed of 
test agency officials to review and decide cases of suspected test score. 



ETS Test Security office piovides for a formal panel composed of test 
agency officials and senior measurement staff who review and decide cases 
of suspected test score inauthc-nt iclty or Irregularities. Brochures 
explainlnq the ETS test security procedures are sent to examinees whose 
scores are questioned (Samples included with report). 
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99160. (a) Whenever a test agency is presented with information 
which renders the test subject's test score suspect, whether that information 
is in the form of allegations callusion or cheating, or irregular test 
administration, or irregular statistical data, or any other form. The 
test agency shall submit the information to the review panel. The panel 
shall be responsible for reviewing the information and determining if an 
investigation is warranted. 



Information for examinees about the policy of cancelling TOEFL test 
scores is orovided on pages 12-13 of the 198^-85 Bulletin of Informa- 
tion , and on page 21 of the Handbook for Examinees * If the test scon .s 
referred to the ETS Test Security office for validation and review by the 
formal panel, a letter and Test Security orfice brochure is sent to the 
examinee. Every opportunity is provided to the examinee to prepare a 
rebuttal. 
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99161. (a) No test agency shall release or disclose any test score 
identifiable with any individual test suject, in any form whatsoever, to 
any test score recipient, unless the agency is specifically authorized by 
the test subject to release that test score to the recipient. 



TOEFL Test and Score Manual describes to t?st score users the policy 

reqardlng Confidentiality of Information, (see paqe 10). Paqes 20-21 of 

the Handbook for Examinees describes for the TOEFL examinees the TOEFL 
policy regarding examinee score data. 
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Graduate Record Examinations Board 

PR NCETON (Njew jepsev oas^i • area code 609 73-3-1135 



N AFFiLiATiCN /v.Th 

T'^e Associat.cn of GracJwiace ScnoDis 

■^i^e CoLjrc-i of jraduate Scroots 



November 7, 1985 



Mr. Horace F. Crandall 

1020 Twelfth Street 

California Postsecondary Fducation 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Crandall: 

Forwarded herewith pursuant to the revised California Education 
Code, Senate Bil^ No. 175S, Chapter 1505, Part 65 Chapter 3, Sections 
99152-9959 is information concerning administrations of the Graduate 
Record Examinations during the 1984-85 testing year which ended on 
September 30, 1985. 

Three copies of each of the following 1984-85 publications are 
enclosed: 

GRE Information Bulletin 1984-85 

Guide to the Use of the Graduate Record Examinations 

Program 1984-85 
What Your Scores Mean 1984-85 
GRE General Test, Edition 85-1 
GRE General Test, Edition 85-2 
GRE General Test, Edition 85-3 
GRE Technical Manual 

General Test, Test Analysis Forms 3fGR3, 3FGR2, 
3GGR2 

CRE/MGSLS Publications List and Order Form 
Order Form for the 1984-85 Information Bulletin 

Also enclosed are: 

Report of Students who have repeated the General Test 
once, twice, or mora than twice 

Summary of the Graduate Record Examinations Validity 
Study Service, June 1983 
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Mr. Horace Crandall 
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November 7, 1985 



The Graduate Record Examinations Board has delegated to Educational 
Testing Service, Princeton, NJ 08541, the specific duty of publication 
and distribution of copies of these materials. 



Sincerely yours. 




Clarence L. Ver Steeg 
Chairman, GRE Board 



av/jeg 



cc: Mr. Robert A. Altman, Educational Testing Service 

Mr. Patrick M. Callan, Director 

Mr. Charles W. Daves, Educational Testing Service 

Mr. Stanford Von Mayrhauser, Educational Testing Service 
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Graduate Record Examinations Program 
October 1, 1984 - September 30, 1985 



Report prepared for the California 
Postsecondary Education Commission 



November 1985 
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GRADUATE RECORD EXAMINATIONS 



October 1, 1984 - September 30, 1985 



Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
in compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code, Chapter 3, Section 99153 



99153. On or before November 15 of each year, the test sponsor shall 
submit to the Commission all of the following data and information: 

(a) Three copies of each version of the test which was disclosed in 
the prior testing year, along with the corresponding acceptable answers, 
and the methods used to convert raw scores Into the test scores reported 
to test subjects and test score recipients, together with an explanation 
of that method. 



(a) Attached to this report are three versions of 
the GRE General Test which were used in the 
1984-85 testing jear» an answer key for each 
and explanation of the scoring of these tests. 
Also attached are copies of the test analysis 
reports for these test foras (3FGR3. 3FGR2. 3GGR2) 
(The 1984-85 testing year extended fron 
October 1» 1984 through Septeid>er 30» 1985.) 



99153. (b) The dates of major or national administration of each test 
administered by the test agency during the testing year. 



(b) Dates of the major administrations for the 
Graduate Record Examinations are Included 
In the calendar on the back cover of the 
GSE 1 984-85 Information Bulletin and the 
Guide to the Use of the Graduate Record Examination's 
Program 1984^85> (Three copies are enclosed.) 



99153. (c) The total number of test subjects who have taken the test 
once» who have taken it twice, and who have taken it more than twice 
during the testing year. 



(c) The number of examinees who have taken the GRE tests 
once 9 t^#ice» or more than tvlce Is attached as a 
separate report. 
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99153. (d) The total niimber of test subjects who registered for, but 
did not take, the test. 



(d) The total nuaber of registrants for aajor 6RE 

administrations of all General and Subject Tests In 
1984-85 vas 305,074. Of these registrants, 44,783 did 
not take the tests. 

In California, there were 27,646 registrants for all GRE 
General and Subject Tests. Of these, 3,265 did not take 
the tests. 



99153. (e) The total amounts of fees received from test subjects by 
the test agency for the test for that testing year. 

(e) Total fees received froa test subjects (test takers) 
for the Graduate Record Esaainations for 1984-85 
equalled $16,435,247. Ho record is available of the 
aaount received froa California test takers only; nor 
are records available for receipts by test title. The 
aaount received represents four categories of Incow, 
as follows: 

1. Registration fees paid by Individual test 
subjects. 

2. Additional transcripts requested by individual 
test subjects. 

3. Fees paid by institutions for Institutional 
services. 

4. Prograa publications and services ordered by 
ezaainees. 



99153. (f) The expenses to zhe test sponsor of the test, as folJows: 
(1) the expenses which are directly attributable to the test and (2) 
those expenses which are indirectly attributable to the test. 

(f) (1.) Expenses directly attributable to the test and 

(2.) Expenses indirectly attributable to the test required 
by this section are as follows: 
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Fees froB Test Takers for GlE Tests 114,962,405 

Fees for Priced Publications 902,467 

Fees for Instltutloncl Services 570,375 

Tot*l $16,435,247 

General Subject 

atpenses Directly Attributable $9,855,154 $3,896,742 

Test AdKLnlstratlon 5,945,243 1,981,748 

Prograa Direction 1.314,200 438,066 

Test DevelopMnt 933,424 924,499 

Besearch 484.411 161,470 

Pobllcatlons 1 , 172 .876 3% , 959 

BKpensea Indirectly Attributable $159,395 $53,132 

Special Services 26,202 8,734 

GRE Board and Coamittees 133,193 44,398 

Expanses Hot Attributable $320,437 

Graduate Prograa Self-Assessaent 108.724 

CGS/GBE Survey 7,942 

Graduate Prograas & Adnlssions Manual 12,697 

Minority Graduate Student Locator Service 135,682 

GRE/CGS ForuBS 55,360 

Graduate School Foreign Lanugage Testn 32 



99153. (g) A copy of all documents, pamphlets, and literature provided 
to the test subject and the test score recipient. 

(g) (1.) Attached to this report are three copies of each 

doeuMUt. paaphlet, and literature provided to each 
test taiier. These are: 

GRE Inforaatlon Bulletin 1984-85 

What Tour Scores Mean 1984-85 

A ^anple Report of Scores (found on page 50 of the 
Guide ) 
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(g) (2.) Three copies of each document, paaphlet* and 

literature provided to each test score recipient are 
attached to this report. These are: 

Guide to the Pse of the Graduate 
Record ggaalnatlons Program 

GRE 1984-85 InfoiMtlon Bulletin 

GRE/NCSLS Publications List and Order Forv 

Order torm for the 1984-85 Information Bulletin 
Gradate Record Ezaalnatlons and Minority Graduate 
Studt. ^ Locater Service 

Saaples of score reporting foras located on pages 
50-53 of the Guide 



99153. (h) Where applicable, the national average test scores, state 
average test scores, the standard error of measurement, and any other 
existing Information relevant to a comparison of the test scores of the 
state's test subjects with test scores of previous test subjects of the 
past five years* 

(h) GRE average scores are for the test-taking population 
reported on page 17 of the Guide to the Ose of the 
Graduate Record E»aainations Prograa 1984-85, The standard 
error of aeasureaent for individual scores and score 
differences are reported on page 33, The results of all 
adainistrations of all fonts or editions of a given test 
are reported on the sane scale. National and state average 
test scores are neither gathered nor reportei!. 



99153. (1) For those tests used to predict academic performance, tha 
most recent national or regional aggregation of data concerning the 
predictive validity of all of the fol owing: 

(1) Academic record or grades alone. 

(2) Standardized test score alone. 

(3) Academic record and test score combined. 

(4) Standardized test scores over and above the predictive 
validity of academic record alone. 

(1) (1-4) A copy of the 1981-82 Suonary Repot r of the Graduat e 
Record Examinations Validity Study Service la attached to this report. 
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99153. (j) Using available data, the racial, ethnic, and sex breakdown 
of all test subjects taking each test during the testing year. 

(J) Saclftl and nthnlc InforBatlon Is self -reported by test 
takers and Is not always prorlded to the GRE Program. 
Available ethnic data for GRE test takers are reported In 
the Guide to the Use of the Graduate Record 
Egaalnatlons Prograa 1984-85 » Tables 6 and pages 26-27. 
Inforvatlon about the sex of test takers Is not collected. 



99153. (k) If a separate fee Is charged test subjects for admissions 
data assembly service, the test 3ponsor shall report Information 
concerning the data assembly service In substantially the same form a^i 
would be required for a test under this section. 

(k) There Is no fee charsed for the GRE Validity Study Service. 



99153. (1) This section shall not be construed to require any test 
agency to submit to the commission any reports or documents containing 
Information relating to any Individual test subject. Any Information 
relating to any Individual test subject. Any Information relating to 
any Individual test shall be deleted or obliterated from any reports or 
documents filed with the commission pursuant to this section. 

(1) Inforaatlon subsisted In coq>llance with this section does 
not Include Inforaatlon Identifiable with any individual or institution. 
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GRADUATE RECORD EXAMINATIONS 



n-tober 1, 1984 - September 30, 1985 

Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
In compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code, Chapter 3, Section 99154 



99154. (a) Within 90 days of the close of each testing year, the test 
sponsor shall file with the Commission standard technical data 
sufficient to describe the psychometric quality of the teet. 



For purposes of compliance with this section. It Is sufficient to 
deposit with the Commission Information conforming to the guidelines 
specified In the Standards for Educational and Psychological Tests of 
the American Psychological Association, which were In effect 180 days 
prior to the testing year, and which are appropriate to the particular 
test and Its uses. 

(a) Technical data describing the psychoaotrlc quality of 
the tests are indnded in the Guide to the Use of the GRE Program and 
the GRE Technical Manual, (Three copies of each are enclosed.) 



99154. (b) Data, reports or other documents submitted pursuant to this 
chapter shall be accompanied by a description of the test, Including, 
but not limited to, the title, pur*>ose or purposes of the test, and when 
and where the test was administered in the state. 

(b) A description of the purposes of the tests and when and 
where they are adalnlstered In California Is included in 
the GRE Information Bulletin . (Three copies are 
enclosed.) 



99154. (c) Data, reports or other documents submitted pursuant to this 
chapter shall not contain Information In a form identifiable with 
individuals or particular postsecondary educational institutions. 

(c) Information submitted with this section does not Include data 
identifiable vitb any individual or institution. 
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GRADUATE RECORD EXAMINATIONS 



October 1, 1984 - September 30, 1985 

Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
in compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code, Chapter 3, Section 99156 



99156. A test agency shall prepare a clear, easily understandable 
written description of each standardized test it administers. A copy of 
the appropriate description shall be provided to the test subject or the 
test score recipient together with the test registration forms and 
related documents, prior to the administration of the test or coinciding 
with the initial reporting of a test score. The description shall 
include all of the following information: 

(a) The purposes for which the test is constructed and intended 
to be used. 

(a) The purposes for iriilch the test are constructed 
are described on page 5 of the GRE Infor»atlon 
Bulletin. 



99156. (b) For those tests '-sed to predict performance, the subject 
matter included on these tests and the knowledge and skills which the 
test purports to measure. 

(b) The subject astter of snd knovledge and skills 
■esoured by the GRE General Test 1^ described 
on psge 5 of the GSE Information Bulletin , 



99156. (c) Statements designed to provide information for interpreting 
the test scores, including the explanations of the test, the standard 
error of measurement, and the correlation between test score and 
performance. 

(c) For Information to assist students In Interpreting 
test scores* se^ the GEE Information Bulletin , 
pp.24-*27 and the student score leaflet* What Tour 
Scores Mean 1984-85. 
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99156. (d) Statements concerning the effects and uses of test scores » 
Including the following: 

(1) If the test score Is used by Itself or with other 
information Co predict future grade point average, a summary of existing 
data on the extent to which the use of this test score will Improve the 
accuracy of predicting future grade point average, over and above all 
other information used. 

(d) (1) Three copies of the 1981-82 Su—ary Report of t he 
Graduate Record Exaalnations Validity Study 
Service are attached tG this report. 

(2) A summary of existing data on the extent to which the 
improvement in test scores results from test preparation courses. 

(2) Three copies of GBE Board Report 81-3R, Effects 

of Coaching on GRE ^titude Test Scores are attached . 



99156. (e) A description of the form in which test scores will be 
reported, and whether the raw test scores will be altered in any way 
before being reported to the test subject. 

(e) For the fora in vhich test scores vlll be reported 
see the CRE Inforaation Bulletin, p. 25-26. 



99156. (f) A complete description of any promises or covenants which 
the test agency makes to the test subject with regard to any of the 
following matters: 

(1) The accuracy of scoring. 

(1) For a description of the accuracy of scorlc^, see GRE 
Infofation Bulletin p. 21. 

(2) The time period within which the test subject's score will 
be reported to the test subject and to the test score 
recipients. 

(2) For the time period vithin vfaich scores vlll be 
reported^ see GRE Information Bulletin p. 24. 

(3) The privacy of inforroation relating to the test subject, 
including his or her test scores. 

(3) For Inforsation about the privacy of information* 
see GRE Information Bulletin » p« 25-26. 
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99156. (g) The property interest In the test score held by the test 
subject, if any. 



(g) For Infoxmatlon about property Interest, see 
GRE InforMtiop Bulletin , p. 25-26. 



99156. (h) The period of time the test agency will retain the test 
score, and the test agency's policies regarding the storage, disposal, 
and future use of test scores. 



(h) For the retention of scores and use of scores, 
see GRE Infofatioc Bulletin , p. 25 



99156. (i) A description of a.M special services which will be 
provided at the location of the te£t administration to accommodate 
handicapped or disabled test subjects. 



(i) For a description of handicapped services, 
see GRE Inforaation Bulletin , pp. 5, 9, 10,20 



99156. (j) The policies and procedures of the test agency when there 
is a delay in reporting the test scores pursuant to Section 91160. 

(J) For the policies concerning delay in scores, 
see GRE Infofation Bulletin , p. 24. 



99156. (k) A representative set of sample test items. 

(k) For a saaple General Test and raaple questions, 
see pages 29-72, GRE Information Bulletin . 
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99156. (1) The fees to be charged by the test sponsor for various 
ser^/ices made available to the test subject. 



(1) For test fees, see GRE Information Bulletin , 
pp. 14 and 20. 



99156. (m) Each test agency shall comply with the requirements of this 
section beginning with Che start of its testing year which begins after 
January 1, 1985. 

(■) Tue testing year beginning after January 1, 1985 
began October 1, 1985 and extends through 
September 30, 1986. 



104 



GRADUATE RECORD EX/WINATIONS 

October 1, 1984 - September 30, 1985 

Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
in compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code, Chapter 3, Section 99157 & 99158 



99157. This section does not apply to the Graduate Record Examinations 
Program. 



99158. (a) If the test agency will be delayed in reporting a test 
subject *s score for a time period amounting ot 10 calendar days beyond 
the period specified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (f) of Section 
99156, the test agency shall notify the test subject immediately. The 
notice shall indicate tae reasons for delay, including, but not limited 
to, incorrect. Incomplete, or Inconsistent personal identifying 
information furnished by a test subject. 

(a) The procedure for notifying test subjects ani score 
users of any delay In sulmlttlng scores Is described 
on page 24 ot the lSr84-e5 GRE Inforaatlon Bulletin > 
In keeping vlth this requlreaent* an expanded 
explanation of the late reporting policy Is Included 
on page 25 of the 1985-86 GRE Inforaatlon Bulletin , 
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GRADUATE RECORD EXAMINATIONS 



October 1, 1984 - September 30, 1985 

Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
in compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code, Chapter 3, Section 99161 



99159. (a) through (d) Whenever a test agency is presented with 
information which renders the test subject's score suspect. . . . 

(a) through (d) Test takers, their parents, 
and others lAo advise thea are entitled to 
kno^ vhy certain scores have been questioned 
and the procedures used by Educational Testing 
Service (ETS) to verify or Invalidate such 
scores. Three copies of a paaphlet intended 
to provide Inforaatlon to test takers about 
why their scoros have been questioned. 
Procedures for Questioned Scores, are attached. 
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GRADUATE RECORD EXAMINATIONS 



October 1, 1984 - September 30, 1985 

Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
in compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code, Chapter 3, Section 99160 



99160 (a) Whenever the test agency determines that substantial evidence 
exists to support cancellation or invalidation of a test score, the test 
agency shall provide the test subject with a choice of the following 
options: 

(1) A cancellation of the test scores in question, with full refund 
of all test feed. 

(2) Opportunity to take the test again privately and without 
charge. 

(3) Opportunity to seek judicial review of the matter. 



(a) Infonatlon for test takers concerning the 
procedures used In cancelling questioned scores 
Is found on pages 24-25 of the GRE Inforaation 
Bulletin and in the paaphlet» Procedures for 
Questioned Scores <> 



(b) The test subject shall have 30 days following receipt of the notice 
by registered mail to respond to the notice of inauthenticity. 

(b) ETS allows a ^^fn^^■l^ of 30 days for a test subject to 

respond following receipt of a reg-^stered mail notice of 
inauthenticity . 
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99160. (c) If the test subject responds to the notice of Inauthentlcity 
or Irregularity of test scores sent by the test agency within the time 
period specified by subdivision (b)> the test agency shall review the 
contents of the response and comply 



(1) '.hroiigh (3) The procedures for each of thosr 
requlreaents are described on pp. 24-25 of tb^ GRE 
Infor»atlon Bulletin and in the ETS paaphlet* 
Procedures for Questioned Scores. 



99160. (d) The test agency shall not release confidential 
Information to any authorized test score recipients regarding a test 
subject under pending Investigation* unless authorized to do so by the 
test subject. 



(d) Revlevs of questionable scores by ETS 
are confidential; ETS does not release 
Inforsatlon about a questioned score to 
anyone unless authorised to do so by 
the test subject. 



99160 (c) The test agency shall Immediately release the test score to 
the test subject and the test score recipients where no substantial 
evidence exists to render the Inauthentlcity or Irregularity of the test 
score. 

(e) GXE scores are not held pending an 
Investigation; any such action required 
Is taken only after review of the questioned 
scores Is coopleted. 
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GRADUATE RECORD EXAMINATIONS 



October !, x984 - September 30, 1985 

Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
In compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code> Chapter 3, Section 99161 



99161. (a) No test agency shall release or disclose any test score 
Identifiable with any individual test subject, in any form whatsoever, 
to any test score recipient, unless the agency Is specifically 
authorized by the test subject to release that test score to the 
recipient. A test agency may, however, release all scores received by 
test subject on a test to anyone designated by the test subject to 
receive; the test score. 



(«) The coofidential Vf of GU scozes is 
described for 61E score users cm page LO of 
the Guide to the Use of the GRK Frogrjm, 
Pages 24-27 of the GRE InforMtlon Bulletin 
provide test takers vlth Inforaatlou about 
GRE scores. 
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Graduata Record Examinations Board 



rst AFFlUiATlON W'Tm 

T^-ie Association of Graauace Sci^ooiS 

T^-^e CoLjnctI of Graduate Scnoots 



Pi-^iNCETON NEW JEPSEy 03541 • AREA COOE SOS 734-1105 



December 30, 1985 



Mr. Patrick Callan 
Director 

California Postseconlary 

Education Commission 
1020 Twelfth Street 
Sacramerto, California 95814 

Dear Mr. Callan: 

Attached is information from the Graduate Record Examinations Board 
as required by Section 99154 of the Education Code, Pr.rt 65, Chapter 3 
(SB 2005, Dunlap) for the 1983-84 testing year. 



CLVS/jeg 
Attachment 

cc: Mr. Charles W. Daves, Educational Testing Service 
Mr. Robert A. Altman, Educational Testing Service 
Mr. Stanford Von Myerhauser, Educational Testing Service 



Sincerely yours. 




Clarence L. Ver Steeg 
Chairman, Graduate Record 
Examinations Board 



ERIC 
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GRADUATE RECORD EXAMINATIONS 



October 1, 1983 - September 30, 1984 

Report prepared for 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
in compliance with 
Part 65 of the Education Code, Chapter 3, Section 99154 

(SB 2005, Dunlap) 



(A) (1) The General (Aptitude) Test was taken 
approximately 234,590 times during 
1983-84. The Subject (Advanced) Tests 
were taken approximately 69,773 during 
1983-84. 

(2) During 1983-84 about 250,786 individuals 
took the GRE General (Aptitude) Test only 
once, about 6,704 took it twice, and about 
326 took it more than twice. 

(3) Approximately 46,047 students registered 
for, but did not take, GRE tests in 1983-84. 

(4) Income 

Fees from test-takers for GRE tests $14,416,332 
Fees for priced publications 867,606 

Fees for institutional services 331 ,031 

$15,614,969 

(5) Expensas 

General Subject 

(A) Exnenses Directly Attributable $8,904,832 $3,478,198 

Test Administration $5,513,773 $1,837,885 

Program Direction 1,019,924 339,975 

Test Development 860,968 796,949 

Research 558,170 186,057 

Publications 951,997 317,332 

(B) Expenses Indirectly Attributable $ 110,810 $ 36,937 

Special Services $ 21,710 7,237 

GRE Board and Committees 89,100 29,700 
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California Postsecondary education Commission 
(SB 2005,Dunlap) (Continued) 



Section 99154 
1983-84 



(C) Expenses Not Attributable $507,992 

Graduate Program Self -Assessment $ 51,551 

CGS/GRE Survey 12,453 

Directory of Graduate Programs 237,122 

Minority Graduate Student Locater Service 135,936 

GRE/CGS Forums 44,257 

Graduate School Foreign Language Tests 10,673 

GREB/CGS Conference 16,000 
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Notes for financial data: 



(1) Expenses have been ai'.ocated to the GRE General and GRE Subject 
Tests according to the approximate ratio of tests administered > except 
for test development expenditures which are explicitly associated with 
the General Test and the Subject Tests. 

(2) Expense categories include the following types of expenses: 
Test Administration- 
test book printing, mailing, scorings score reporting, honoraria 
for supervisors, handicapped testing, validity studies, special 
admini s t ra t ions 

Program Directions- 
policy implementation, program management, budget planning and 
preparation, publication preparation 

Test Development- 

r stings of test committees, writing and pretesting of questions, 
editing, equating of tests, placing tests on GRE scale 

Research- 
studies of current tests and possible modifications, graduate 
admissions processes, new test formats, psychometric properties of 
GRE tests 

Publications- 
information booklets for test-takers, score users, descriptive 
booklets for tests 

Special Services- 
reports on test-takers, fee waiver 
GRE Board and Committees- 
policy development, program review, new services, research review 
and approval, budget review 
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Report of Students who Have 
Repeated the General Test 

99153 (c) 
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TEST NAMF. 

GENERAL 

BIOLOGY 
.CHEMISTRY 

COMPUTER SCIENCE 

ECONOMICS 
.EDUCATION 

ENGINEERING 

FRENCH 

QEQLOOr. 
HISTORY 
LI TERATURE 
MA THFMATICS 
MUSIC 
PHYSICS 

POLITICAL SCIENCE 
PSYCHOLOGY 
50C lOLOGY 
SPANISH 



ONCE 
2t>6,293 
1 1 ,9^9 

5 ,080 
2 ,880 

_.3»9'tO_ 
8,150 
363 

_ 2i/l9_ 
2,199 
5,lOd 

- 3,357 

3,32^ 
2,0<^5 . 
13,385 
I t098 
^6^1 



frtlCF 

321 
l<t5 

1 76 
121 

2 I 

2 15 

0 

- 

18 
ICl 
U5 

I 3 

3q_ 

308 
25 
0 



MORE THAN Two 
382 
> 8 

_ d 
10 
9 

_ I 
12 
0 

9 _ 

I 
6 
3 
0 
9 

13 115 

2 
0 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



BEST copy AVAILABLE 



Boara of T'-ustees 




Novei:?ber 11 , 1985 



Ncrt^eastern L'"'.e'S t\- 




Mr, Horace Grand ell 
California Post-Secondary 



jj'^es F Ra ne,' 



Michigan State University 



Education Coomlsslon 
1020 12th Street 
Sacramento, California 95814 



Marv Anne S A'aikart 
University f^t Marvlana 



Dear Mr, Crandell: 



\Vitl,ani Broesan'3 
P''esideni 



RossM StcizenDerg 
/■re ^--esiGent Research 



On behalf of the Graduate Management Admission Council, the sponsor of 
the Graduate Management Admission Test, I am pleased to submit tha 
Information required under Chapter 1505 of the laws of the state of 
California; Chapter 3, Part 65 of the Education Code, Sections 99150- 
99164, 



Enclosures: 1) October 1984, January 1985, March 1985 and June 1985 



GMATs and Answer Keys (3 copies each) 

2) GMAT TECHNICAL MANUAL 

3) GMAT 1984-85 BULLETIN OF INFORMATION 

4) GMAT CANDIDATE SCORE INTERPRETATION GUIDE 

5) GUIDE TO THE USE OF GMAT SCORES 

6) PROCEDl'TES FOR QUESTIONED SCORES 





Respectfully 



William Broesamle 
President 



WB/bme 
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Reply to 

Los Angeles 
Pnncetori 
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Graduate Management Admission Council 



99153 

(a)(b) Enclosed are three (3) copies each of the actual Graduate Management 
Admission Tests administered on the regular national administration 
dates: 

October 20, 198A 
January 26, 1985 
March 16, 1985 
June 15, 1985 

Also included are scoring keys and explanatory materials. 

(c) During 198A-85, 193, 3A3 individuals took the GMAT. The numbers of 
individuals who took it once, twice and more than twice during the 
year are not available, 

(d) During 198A-85, 36,036 individuals registered for but did not take the 
GMAT. 

Section 99153 - Financial information. Definitions are provided on 
the following page. 

(e) Total amount of fees received from test takers: 

1. GMAT Testing Program ^8, 206, 300 

2. Guides to GMAT/MBA 57A,700 

3. MBA Admission Forums 36,200 
Total income from test takers $8,817,200 

(f)(1) Expenses c|||lrectly attributable to the testing program; 

A. GMAT Test Administration $5,536,200 

5. GMAT Test Development 758,300 

6. GMAT Validity Studies, Test Research and 

Statistical Reporting 168,600 
Total expenses directly attributable to the 
testing program $6,463,100 

(f)(2^ Expenses indirectly attributable to the testing program: 

7. Institutional Programs and Council 

Administration S 1 , 383 , 800 

8. (Juides to GMAT/MBA 775,000 

9. MBA Admission Forums 187,500 
Total expenses Indirectly attributable to 

the testing program $2,346,300 

Total Council Expenses $8,809,400 
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Definitions of the financial Information reported by the Graduate Management 
Admission Council pursuant to Section 99153. 

Line 1 Fees received from test takers for the testing program Include fees 
for the test registration and basic score reporting service. Addition- 
al score reports may be purchased by candidates for an additional fee. 
Other service fees are for late registrations, supplementary test 
centers, foreign test center surcharges, test center changes, test 
disclosure materials, and hand rescoring services. 

Lines 2 Revenue and expense for the GUIDE TO MBA and the GUIDE TO GMAT is from 
and 8 sale and production of these two publications, respectively. The GUIDE 
TO MBA includes a section about graduate study in management, 
careers, and descriptions of more than 500 different MBA programs. The 
GUIDE TO GMAT contains three complete Graduate Management Admission 
Tests, vlth correct answers and explanations provided and a math 
review section. 

Lines 3 Revenues from the MBA Admission For^nns are received from students who 
and 9 attend these events, which gather representative? ^rom the admissions 
offices of over 60 graduate schools of management in a single location 
to facilitate the exchange of information with prospective applicants 
and to provide an opportunity for students to ask questions about the 
GMAT. Expenses are incurred for planning and operating these programs. 

Line 4 Expenses incurred for test administration Include all expense? of test 
registration, test center administration, test related publications 
and mailings Including test disclosure materials, computer scoring and 
reporting, statistical analysis, clerical responses to inquiries, and 
quality assurance. 

Line 5 Expenses for test development in 1984-85 Include all expenses incurred 
for Itea writing, pretesting, and compilation of test forms, as well 
as statistical analysis for new test development. These are not the 
costs of the complete development of any one or more test forms, as 
the lead time to develop a test form is often 24 months. The test 
development costs Incurred in any single year are for various phases 
of the development of several different forms. 

Line 6 Expenses are Incurred for research concerning various aspects of the 
GMAT, development, storage, and reporting of technical data and 
candidate information about the test, and research on the validity of 
the test performed for individual management schools. 

Line 7 Expenses included in this line are Incurred for development and 
operation of acmisslons services which are broader than those projects 
Included in #6 above. This item also Includes expenses for the opera- 
tions of the Graduate Management Admission Council which are necessary 
for it to maintain its active role in graduate management education, 
and responsibility for policy and direction of the testing program. 
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(g) Enclosed are copies of the GMAT BULLETIN OF INFORMATION, OMAT CANDIDATE 
SCORE INTERPRETATION GUIDE, and THE GUIDE TO TH^ USE OF GMAT SCORES. 

(h) The mean GMAT scaled score appears in Table 2 of the CANDIDATE SCORE 
INTERPRETATION GUIDE. The standard error of measurement for the GMAT 
total score for recent forms is about 30; this information also appears 
with an explanation in the CANDIDAP^! GUIDE. 

(1) (l) The required information appears in the publication GMAT CANDIDATE 

(2) (3) SCORE INTERPRETATION GUIDE, distributed to all test subjects with their 
(4) score report. It also appears on page 11 of THE GUIDE TO THE USE OF 

GMAT SCORES, distributed to all institutional score recipients. 

(j) This information is not available for the 1984-85 testing year, 
(k) This section is not applicable 

(1) None of these data are Individually identifiable. 



99154 

(a) A copy of the GMAT TECHNICAL MANUAL containing the required data is 
enclosed. 

(b) A description of the test including title and purpos'^ )f the test, is 
contained in the GMAT 1984-85 BULLETIN OF INFORMATION for candidates, 
page 3. Schedules of locations and dates of test administrations 
appear on pages 27 and 40 respectively, of the BULLETIN. 

(c) None of these data are individually identifiable. 



99156 

(a) This information is contained in the BULLETIN on pages 3 and 15. 

(b) This information appears on page 3 of the BULLETIN. 

(c) The CANDIDATE SCORE INTERPRETATION GUIDE contains this information* 

(d) (1) This information is contained in the CMAT CANDIDATE SCORF INTERPRETA- 

TION GUIDE and in THE GUIDE TO THE USE OF GMAT SCORES on page 11. 

(2) The Graduate Management Admission Council is not aware of any existing 
data on this subject. This is stated in the BULLETIN on page 12. 

(e) This description appears on pages 13 and 14 of the BULLETIN. 

(f) (1) These descriptions appear on page 1*^ of the BULLETIN. 
(2)(3) 
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(g) This Is described on page 14 of the BULLETIN 

(h) This is described on page 14 of the BULLETIN 

(1) Special services provided for handicapped or disabled test subjects 
are explained on pages 10 and 11 of the BULLETIN. 

(j) The publication ETS PROCEDURES FOR QUESTIONED SCORES, explains the 
policies and procedures. 

(k) A representative set of sample test items appear on pages 17, IS, '9 
and 23 of the BULLETIN. 

(1) Fees for various services are listed on the back cover of the BULLETIN. 
99157 

(a)(b) Test disclosure services are described on page 13 of the BULLETIN. 

(c)(d) 

(e)(f) 



99158 Such a policy is in effect for the GMAT program. 
99159 

(a)(b) The procecures followed are described in ETS PROCEDURES FOR QUESTIONED 
(c)(d) SCORES, 
and 
99160 
(a)(b) 
(c)(d) 
i (e)(f) 
(g) 

99161 The GMAC policy in this iregard is articulated on page 14 of the 
BU;.LETIN. 



NW/bme 

11/11/85 

10-15 
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Harcourt Brace Jovanovich, Inc. 



555 ACADEMIC COLRT 



SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 782(H-()952 



fELEPHONE (512) 299- l(h 1 



KATHLEEN A, BURSLEY 



November 15, 1985 



VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS 

Mr, Horace Crandel] 

California Postsecondary Education 

Commission 
1020 Twelfth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Filings required by California Education Code 
Dear Mr. Crandell: 

Enclosed with respect to the Miller Analogies Test (the "Test") 
please find the following materials, each of which is required 
to be filed with the California Postsecondary Education 
Commission pursuant to the above-captioned law: 

1. Five copies of sample test questions (Exhibit A) ; 

2. Data with respect to the psychometric quality of the 
Test (Exhibit B) ; 

3. The name and description, the purpose, and the tims and 
place of administration of the Test (Exhibit C) ; 

4. Data with respect to the intended use and subject 
matter of the Test; the measured skills and method of scoring; 
the relationship of raw and scaled scores to the knowledge and 
skills measured; and the basis upon which scores are made 
available (Exhibit B) ; 

5. Statement with respect to score interpretation (Exhibit 
D) ; and 

6. Combined record and test scores (Exhibit B) . 
The following information is provided for the Test: 



Total tests taken in California 
Number r4ho took test once 



4, 521 
4,046 
499 
1 
1 



Number who took test twice 



Number who took test three times 
Number who took test four times 



121 
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Horace Crandell 
November 15, 1985 
Page 2 



These figures are estimates and are prorated from information 
provided by the test taker. 

We do not require registration for our test. 

We do not receive fees from test takers; rather, fees are 

received from test administrators. 

Expenses attributable to the test: 



Fee $15.00 (1/1/84 to 9/30/84) 

$17.50 thereafter 

Units 4,521 

Sales $ 73,320 

Expenses 

Direct 17,597 

Overhead 4 9. 124 

$ 66,721 

Operating Income $ 6,599 

Taxes $ 3.471 

Net Income $ 3,128 



We do not collect data on racial, ethnic background or sex when 
administering this test. 

We do not provide an admissions data assembly service. 

Please let me know if you require any additional information. 
I would appreciate your acknowledging receipt of this report. 



Very truly yours. 




cc: Martha Jones 
Karen 0*Shea 
Carol Olszewski 
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L SAC-LSA S 

Law School Admission Coun*:iI/Law School Admission Semces 



December 16, 1985 



Horace F. Crandell 

Postsecondary Education Administrator 
California Postsecondary Education Commission 
1020 Twelfth Street 
Sacramento, 95814 

Subject: Law School Admission Council/Law School Admission Services 
Sponsor of the Law School Admission Test 

Dear Dr. Craidell: 

I submit herewith material reflective of Law School Admission Council/Law 
School Admission Services' compliance with Chapter 3 of Part 65 of the 
Education Code of California (the Act), as it pertains to the Law School 
Admission Test, a standardized test as described in the Act. These 
submissions comprise Law School Admission Council/Law School Admission 
Services' filing under Section 99153 of the Act. 

Information required by Section 99153 is reported below for the program 
year ending June 30, 1985, with reference to applicable subsection of the Act. 

Section 99153(a). Three copies of each version of the tast which was 
disclosed in the prior testing year, along with the corresponding 
acceptable answers, and the methods useH to convert raw scores into the 
test scores reported to test subjects and test score recipients, together 
with an explanation of that method. 

Section 99153(b). The dates of major or national administration of each 
test administered during che testing year: 

June 18, 1984 
September 29, 1984 
December 1, 1984 
March 2, 1985 

Section 99153(c). The total number of test subjects who have taken the 
test once: 85,236 (9,376 of these have t t^^en the test at leasn one 
previous time in a prior test year); who have tak^en it twice: 9,513; and 
who have taken it more than twice: 380 during the testing year. 

Section 99153(d). The total number of test subjects who registered for, 
but did not take, the test: 12,989. 

Section 99153(g). A copy of all documents, pamphlets, and literature 
provided to the test subject and the test score recipient. 
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Box 40, Newtown, Pennsylvania 18940 
(215) 968-1100 
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The 1984-85 LSAT/LSDAS Registration Packet Is distributed to all test 
candidates^ Exhibits A and B from the 1984-85 Registration Packet 
contain the Information required at thu following pages: 

a) The purpose for ^tilch the test is constructed and Intended to be 
used. Page 2 of Exhibit A and page 6 of Exhibit B. 

b) The subject matters Included on such test and the knowledge and 
skills that the test purports to measure • Pages 3 through 12 of 
Exhibit A and page 6 of Exhibit B. 

c) The manner In which the test Is scored and the relationship of the 
raw and scaled scores to the skills and knowledge it measures* Page 
2 of Exhibit A and pages 6, 7 and 15 of Exhibit B. 

d) The basis upon which such scores will be made availaole to persons or 
institutions. Pages 6-7 of Exhibit B. 

e) A representative set of sample test items. Pages 13-32 of Exhibit A. 

The Act requires that test subjects be provided with explanatory 
information to facilitate proper interpretation of test scores- Test 
subjects are provided with information on pp. 15-16 of Exhibit 1^ that 
explains the meaning of scores including: Validity , Reliability > 
Standard Error of Measurement » and Repeater Statistics. 'nformation on 
these subjects also appears on the reverse of the test scote report sent 
to each test subject. In fulfillment of other obligations, designated 
institutions that are score recipients have also been provided with this 
Infotjuation. They additionally will have received the Operations 
Reference book (Exhibit C is an excerpt from Section 2 of the Operations 
Reference hoQ\ ) before the first report of test scores in the current 
test year. A copy of relevant excerpts from the current Operations 
Reference Book is included with this Iv ter as Exhibit D in compliance 
with the provision that this information be provided to the Commission 
"prior to or coincident with the first reporting of test scores to any 
test score recipient during a testing year." Test dates and locations at 
which the LSAT was administered in California in 1984-85 are indicated at 
page 29 of Exhibit B (1984-85 LSAS General Information Booklet) and 
Exhibit E (LSAT Test Centers for 1984-85). The first test during the 
1985-86 testing year was given on October 5» 1985 » with scores to be 
reported to test score recipients approximately four weeks later. 

Test score recipients are provided with standard te^^h'^.ical data 
sufficient to describe the psychometric q*^ality of the test. These are 
provided in the sources referenced below. Exhibit C contains excerpts 
from Section 2 of the Operations Reference Book « a manual fot* users of 

the Law School Admission Test. Topics covered include: what the test 
measures (p. 1)» test scoring (pp. 4-5) » test reporting (pp. 5-8) » 
validity (pp. 12-13), standard error of measurement and reliability (pp. 
13-15), statistical data from the "old scale" LSAT— National (pp. 16-17), 
statistical date for the "revised scale" LSAT— National (pp. 18-19), aged 
scores (pp. 20-21), and avoiding misuse of the scores (pp« 25-26). 
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Section 99153(h). Where applicable, the national average test score: 
31; the state average test score: 32. (Average LSAT scores were 
calculated only for those Individuals whose undergraduate transcripts had 
been received and summarized by the Law School Data Assembly Service or 
LSDASi and who had a reportable L3AT score on file.) Information on the 
standard error of measurement, and ^ny other existing Information 
relevant to a comparison of the tee: scores of the state's test subjects 
with test scores of previous test subjects of the past five years can be 
found under 99153(g), 

Section 99153(1), For those tests used to predict academic performance, 
the most recent national or regional aggregation of data concerning the 
predictive validity of all of the following: 

1, Academic record or grades alone, 

2, Standardized test score alone, 

3, Academic record and test score combined, 

4, Standardized test scores over and above the predictive validity 
of academic record alone. 

The published reference set entitled Law School Admission Research 
includes this information la the study designated LSAC 76-78; W,B, 
Schrader, Summary of Law School Validity Studies, 1948-75, Vol, III p. 
519, which was filed with the Commission in September 1979, Volume IV of 
Law School Admission Research includes the most recent data concerning 
predictive validity in the studies designated LSAC-d2-l, F,R, Evans, 
Recent Tr^nd^ in Law School Validity Studies, p, 347, and LSAC-83-1, R,L, 
Linn atid C.J, Hastings, a Meta Analysis of the Validity of Predictors of 
Performance in Law School, These studies have been distributed to 
Inst itut loos that are test score recipients as required. Over the years, 
the vast majority of law schools have participated in statistical studies 
that compared students' LSAT scores with their first-year grades in law 
school. Although the correlations between test scores and grades are not 
perfect, these studies show that LSAT scores help to predict which 
students will do well in law school. Moreover, a combination of 
students' scores and undergraduate grade averages gives a better 
prediction than either factor considered alone. Traditional validity 
studies concerning the edition of the Law School Admission Test first 
introduced in June 1982 have not as yet been carried out. However, 
LoAC/LSAS has for the past two years conducted preliminary correlation 
studies for those law schools interested in the preliminary predictive 
potential of the revised LSAT, As in the case with undergraduate grade 
averages, the correlation between LSAT scores and first-year law school 
grades varies from one law school to another. During 1984, validity 
studies were conducted for 124 of the 174 LSAC member schools. 
Correlations between LSAT scores and first-year law school grades ranged 

from ,12 to ,76, Correlations between LSAT scores combined with 
undergraduate grade averages and first-year law school grades ranged from 
,20 to ,77, 
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Section 99153(J)« Using available data» the racial^ ethnic, and sex 
breakdown of all test subjects taking the test during the testing year: 



Male 
Female 



57,739 
41,434 



American Indian 
Black/ Afro-* American 
Caucaa Ian/ Whl t e 
Chlcano/Mexlcan American 
Hispanic 
Asian American/ 



564 
6,905 
82,662 
1,208 
2,000 



Pacific Islander 
Puerto Rlcan 
Other 



2,207 
1,321 
1,787 



In the 1984-85 program year, ending June 30, 1985, 98,119 persons 
registered for the LSDAS. 

To meet the requirements of Sections 99153(e), (f) and (k), I am 
enclosing a copy of the 1984-85 audited financial report for LSAC/LSAS 
alonft with detailed Information on the fee schedule In use during that 
fiscal year (Exhibits G & H). As you will note, LSAC/LSAS provides 
comprehensive admission services to law school applicants and to law 
schools; thus, allocation of revenue to discrete services would not 
provide an accurate picture of the relationship of fees to services • We 
feel that the audited financial report will afford you a greater 
familiarity with the financial posture of LSAC/LSAS than would be 
possible by artificially disaggregating financial data and allocating It 
to specific services. 

Please feel free to contact me If I can provide you with further 
Information. 



RPR:cac 
Enclosures 

cc: Thomas 0. White 
Bruce I. Zlmmer 
Renee Owens Kennlsh 



Sincerely, 




R. Paul Richard 

Deputy Executive Director 
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exhidIts and enclosures 



Exhibit A - 1984-85 Law School Adiaisslon Test: Law School Admission Services 
Preparation Material/Sample Test 

Exhibit B - 1984-85 LSAS General Information Booklet 

Exhibit C - Excerpt from 1984 Operations Reference Book 

Exhibit D - Excerpt from 1985 Operations Reference Book 

Exhibit E - LSAT Test Cen;;ers for 1984-85 

Exhibit F - Law School Admission Research, Vol, IV 

-LSAC-82-1, F.R, Evans, Recent Trends In Law School 
Validity Studies 

-LSAC-83-1, R.L, Linn and C.N, Hastings, A Meta \nalysls of 
the Validity of Predictors of Performance in Law School 

Exhibit G - LSAC/LSAS Inc. Combined Statement of Revenues and Expenses and 
Changes In Fund Balance 

Exhibit H - Fee Schedule 1984-85 General Information Booklet, page 9 

Enclosures 1) Disclosure tests (3 copies) and answers 
June 18, 1984 
September 29, 1984 
December 1, 1984 
March 2, 1985 

2) 1984-85 Law School Admission Test: Law School Admission 
Services Preparation Material/ Sample Test 

3) Excerpts from 1984 and 1985 Operations Reference Book 



4) LSAT Test Centers for 1984-85 



5) Law School Admission Research, Vol. IV 

-LSAC-82-1, F.R. Evans, Recent Trends In Law School 
Validity Studies 

-LSAC-83-1, R.L. Linn and C.N. Hastings, A Meta Analysis 
of the Validity of Predictors of Performance In Law 
School 

6) LSAC/LSAS Inc. Combined Statement of Revenues and Expenses 
and Changes In Fund Balance 



7) Pee Schedule 1984-85 



ERIC 
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EXHIBIT G 



LAW JCHOOL ADMISSION SERVICES, INC. AND 
LAW SCHOOL ADMISSION COUNCIL, INC. 



Combined Statement of Revenues and Expenses and Changes in Fund Balance 



Year Ended 
June 30 



Revenues 

Applicant fees 
**Law as a Career** program 
Assured access program 
LSAT publications 

Miscellaneous Income and other fees 
Interest Income 

Total revenues 

Expenses 

Salaries and wages (note 1) 
Payroll taxes 
Employee benefits (note 5) 
Outside professional services 

Accounting and legal 

Systems design and development 

Test administration 

Test development 

Marketing and advertising 

Research, general projects, and other services 
Outside printing costs 
Freight and postage 
Office materials and supplies 
Rent 

Repairs and maintenance 

Telephone 

Other utilities 

Sales and real estate taxes 

Travel and subsistence 

Insurance 

Dues and subscriptions 

Computer support services 

Depredation 

Security 

Interest 

Miscellaneous 

Total expenses 

Excess (deficiency) of revenues over 
expenses 

Fund balance, beginning of year 

Fund balance, end of year 



1985 


1984 


$10,713,355 


$ 8,702,240 


79,850 


104,445 


129,^*50 


39,993 


118,545 


75,675 


ion n n 

109 ,983 


38,854 


727 ,887 


630, 171 


11,879,070 


9,591.378 


2 ,828,504 


2,302,172 


157 ,501 


150,735 


463,381 


465,180 


157,287 


117,696 


169,624 


215,624 


398,749 


348,567 


35,675 


544,002 


31 ,650 


234,392 


1 ,103,561 


442,962 


1 ,145,757 


1,089,046 


581,201 


587,647 


372,589 


240,273 


183,239 


281,364 


119,942 


138,053 


171,056 


164,601 


130,941 


129,845 


115,878 


87,923 


588,789 


913,668 


47,400 


38,682 


34,667 


26,679 


532,490 


370, 131 


896,036 


780,557 


50,078 


53,368 


371,023 


222,049 


24,400 


66,988 


10,711,418 


10^012,204 


1,167,652 


(420,826) 


6,482,899 


6,903,725 


$ 7.656,551 


$ 6,482.899 
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association of american 
medical colleges 



January 3, 1986 



Horace Crandall 

California Postsecondary Education 

Commissiun 
1020 Twelfth Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Crandall: 

The information contained herein is submitted in response t-o the require- 
ments of Section 99153 through 99155 of the California Education Code concerning 
the Medical College Admission Test (MCAT) . 

The suinmary of income and expenses for the MCAT and American Medical College 
Application Ser»rice (AMCAS) as required by the Code is delineated on the 
attached statement. The following data on the MCAT is reported for the 
July 1, 1984 to June 30, 1985 test year: 

Total number of tests administered: 44,443 

Total number of individuals taking the MCAT once 41,015 
during the test year: 

Total number of individuals taking the MCAT twice 1,714 
during the test year: 



Total number of individuals who registered but 
did not take the test for which they registered: 



7,725 



Since the test is given only twice during the test year, this also 
represents the maximum number of times an individual can sit for the test. 
The MCAT fee was $50.00 for the Fall 1984 administration and $55.00 for 
the Spring 1985 administration. It is important to note that individuals 
who register for a specific test administration and subsequently do not 
sit for that test are provided the opportunity to register for the following 
f test administration for a fee of $5.00. The remainder of the previously 

submitted registration fee is credited toward the individual's second 
registration. 

The distribution of MCAT scores for exami^iees who declared California 
as their legal state of residence for the two reported administrations is 
enclosed. The two enclosures entitled ''Table 1" represent the distribution 
of MCAT scores for all examinees who sat for the same administrations. 

Recent studies pertaining to the predictive validity of the MCAT are 
presented in the green document entitled "Medical College Admission Test 
Interpretive Studies Series'*. 
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Horace Crandall 
January 3, 198b 
Page 2 



The document entitled "Explanation >f Scores for Examinees" accompanies 
all score reports to examinees to assist in the interpretation of their 
score performance . 

If you have any questions concerning any of the enclosed information, 
please teel free to contact me. 



Sincerely yours, 




/ / James B. Erdmann, Ph.D. 
iy Director 

Division of Educational 
Measurement and Research 



JBE:ms 
Enclosures 
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Statement of Income and Expenses for 
Medical College Admission Test (MCAT) 
American Medical Colleges Application Service (/\MCAS) 
June 1, 1984 to June 30, 19S5 



EXPENSES 

A, Directly Attributable to the Test 

1) MCAT Research and Development 

Continued development of test items 
and forms and research concerned with 
test interpretation 

2) Operations 

Activities associated with national 
test administration and score reporting 

3) Interpretive Services and Information 
Dissemination 

Provision of materials, reports, and 
consultation regarding MCAT inter- 
pretation and performance 

4) Reserve fo r Future Redesign 

5) Sn^^ial Legal Services 



MCAT 



AMCAS 



461,624 



1,372,215 



312,363 

166,315 33,685 
114,569 



B. Indirectly Attributable to the Test 
1) Overhead 

73.0% on salaries of AAMC personnel 
only calculated at federally audited 
rate 



153,027 



607,383 



C, Data Assembly Services 

1) AMCAS Reportin g 

Organization, validation, and dis- 
semination of application materials 
including MCAT scores 



2,249,674 
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Page 2 



2) AMCAS Development 

TOTAL EXPENSES 



MCAT 



2,580,113 



AMCAS 
15,400 
2,906,142 



INCOME 

MCAT Testing Fees 

Additional MCAT Score Report" Fees 

AMCAS Fees 

TOTAL INCOME 

Income over Expenses 



2,577,325 
138,877 

2,716,202 
136,089 



3,946,843 
3,946,843 

1,040,701 
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CALIFORNIA POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION COMMISSION 



THE California Postsecondary Education Commis- 
sion is a citizen board established in 1974 by the Leg- 
islature and Governor to coordinate the efforts of 
California's colleges and universities and to provide 
independent, non-partisan policy analysis and rec- 
ommendations to the Governor and Legislature, 

Members of the Commission 

The Commission consists of 15 members. Nine rep- 
resent the general public, >¥ith three each appointed 
for six-year terms by the Governor, the Sem te Rules 
Committee, and the Speaker of the Assembly. The 
other six represent the major segments of postsec- 
ondary education in California. 

As of 1986, the Commissioners representing the 
general public are: 

Seth P. Brunner," Sacramento, Chairperson 

C. Thomas Dean, Long Beach 

Seymour M. Farber, M.D., San Francisco 

Patricia Gandara, Sacramento 

Ralph J. Kaplan, Los Angeles 

Roger C. Pettitt, Us Angeles 

Sharon N. Skog, Mountain View 

Thomas E. Stang, Los Angeles, Vice Chairperson 

Stephen P. Teale, M.D., Modesto 

Representatives of the segments are: 

Sheldon W. Andelson, Los Angeles; representing the 
Regents of the University of California 

Claudia H. Hampton, Los Angeles; representing the 
Trustees of the California State University 

Beverly Benedict Thomas, Los Angeles: represent- 
ing the Beard of Governors of the California Com- 
munity Colleges 

Jean M. Leonard, San Mateo; representing Cali- 
fornia's independent colleges and universities 

Willa Dean Lyon, Newport Beach; representing the 
Council for Private Postsecondary Educational Insti- 
tutions 

Angie Papadakis. Palos Verdes; representing the 
California State Board of Education 



Functions of the Commission 

The Commission is charged by the Legislature and 
Governor to "assure the effective utilisation of public 
postsecondary education resources, thereby elimi- 
nating waste and unnecessary duplication, and to 
promote diversity, innovation, and responsiveness to 
student and societal needs/' 

To this end, the Commission conducts independent 
reviews of matters affecting the 2,600 institutions of 
postsecondary education in California, including 
Community Colleges, four-year colleges, universi- 
ties, and professional and occupational schools. 

As an advisory planning and coordinating body, the 
Commission does not administer or govern any insti- 
tutions, nor does it approve, authorize, or accredit 
any of them Instead, it cooperates with other state 
agencies and non-governmental groups that perform 
these functions, while operating as an independent 
board with its own staff and its own specific duties of 
evaluation, coordination, and planning. 

Operation of the Commission 

The Commission holds regular meetings throughout 
the year at which it debates and takes action on staff 
studies and tak*^o positions on proposed legislation 
affecting education beyond the high school in Cali- 
fornia. By law, the Commission's meetings are open 
to the public. Requests to address the Commission 
may be made by writing the Commission in advance 
or by submitting a reqvest prior to the start of a 
meeting. 

The Commission's day-to-day work is carried out by 
its staff in Sacramento, under the guidance of its di- 
rector, Patrick M. Callan, who is appointed by the 
Commission. 

The Commission issues some 30 to 40 reports each 
year on major issues confronting California postsec- 
ondary education. Recent reports are listed on the 
back cover 

Further information about the Commission, its 
meetings, its staff, and its publications may be ob- 
tained from the Commission offices at 1020 Twelfth 
Street, Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 98514; tele- 
phone (916)445-7933. 
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE 



Standardized Tests Used for Higher Education Admission 
and Placement in California 

California Postsecondary Education Commission Report 86-7 



ONE of a series of repcrts published by the Commis- 
sion as part of its planning and coordinating respon- 
sibilities. Additional copies may be obtained without 
charge from the Publications Office. California Post- 
secondary Education Commission, Second Floor, 
1020 Twelfth Street, Sacramento, California 98514: 
telephone (916)445-7933. 

Other recent reports of the Commission include: 



85-34 California College-Going Rates, 1984 Up- 
date (September 1985) 

85-35 0vei3ight of Out-of-State Accredited Institu- 
tions Operating in California: A Report to the Cali- 
fornia Postsecondary Education Commission Pursu- 
ant to Senate Bill 1036 (December 1985) 

85-36 Director's Report, December 1985: From 
Ninth Grade Through College Graduation: Who 
Makes It in California Education (December 1985) 

85*37 Foreign Graduate Students in Engineering 
and Computer Science at California's Public Univer- 
sities: A Report to the Legislature in Response to 
Supplemental Language in the 1985-86 Budget Act 
(December 1985) 

85-38 Instructional Equipment Funding in Califor- 
nia Public Higher Education: A Report to the Legis- 
lature in Response to Supplemental Language in the 
1985-86 Budget Act (December 1985) 

85-39 Self-Instruction Computer Laboratories in 
California's Public Universities: A Report to the 
Legislature in Response to Supplemental Language 
in the 1985-86 Budget Act (December 1985) 

85*40 Proposed Creation of a California State 
University, San Bernardino, OfF-Campus Center in 
the Coaohella Valley (December 1985) 

85-41 Progress of the California Academic Partner- 
ship Program' A Report to the Legislature in Re- 
sponse to Assembly Bill 2398 (Chapter 620, Statutes 
of 1984) (December 1985) 



85-42 Alternative Methods for Funding Commu- 
nity College Capital Outlay: A Report to the Legis- 
lature in Response to Supplemental Language in the 
1985-36 Budget Act (December 1985) 

85- 43 Faculty Salaries in Caiifornia's Public Uni- 
versities. 1985-86: The Commission's 1985 Report to 
the Legislature and Governor in Response to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 51 (1965) (December 
1985) 

86- 1 Director's Report. January 1986. Enacted and 
Vetoed Higher Education Legislation from the 1985- 
86 Regular Session of the Legislature. Two-Year 
Bills to be Considered in 19S6. 1985 Fiscal Legis- 
lation Affecting Higher Education (January 1986) 

86-2 Time and Territory: A Preliminary Explora- 
tion of Space and Utilization Guidelines in Engineer- 
ing and the Natural Sciences (February 1986) 

86«3 Report of the Intersegmental Task Force on 
Measles Immunization (completed November 1985; 
published March 1986) 

86-4 Expanding Educational Equity in California's 
Schools and Colleges: Recommendations of the Inter- 
segmental Policy Task Force on Assembly Concur- 
rent Resolution 83 (March 1986) 

86-5 Background for Expanding Educational Equi- 
ty: A Technical Supplement to the Report of the In- 
tersegmental Policy Task Force on Assembly Concur- 
rent Resolution 33, Expanding Educational Equity in 
California s Schools and Colleges \ March 1986^ 

86-6 Directors Report, March 1386 Overview of 
the 1986-87 Governor's Budget for Posti^econdary 
Education in California . March 1986) 

86-8 Feasibility Plan for a Comprehensive Student 
Information Study: A Report to the Legislature and 
Governor in Response to Assembly Bill 880 4984) 
(March 1986) 

86-9 The Need for Statewide Long-Range Capital 
Outlay Planning in California: An Issue Paper Pre- 
pared for rhe California Postsecondary Education 
Commission by Frank M. Bo wen. (March 1986) 
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